/ 


FEDERAL 


Pages  2299-2324 


REGISTER 


VOLUME  29  >  ^ 


NUMBER  28 


^NITEO 

Washington ,  Saturday,  February  8,  1964 


THE  UNIVERSlir 
OF  MICHIGAN 

FEB  1 9  1964 


Contents 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 
SERVICE 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Arizona  and  California;  handling 
limitations: 

Lemons _  2305 

Oranges,  nSVel -  2304 

Florida;  shipment  limitations: 

Grapefruit _  2303 

Oranges - 2303 

Tangelos _  2304 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH 
SERVICE 

Notices 

Identification  of  carcasses  of  cer¬ 
tain  humanely  slaughtered  live¬ 
stock _ _ _  2315 

AGRICULTURAL  STABILIZATION 
AND  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Rules  and  Regulations 

Cotton,  1964  and  succeeding  crops ; 
reapportionment  of  released 
allotments: 

Extra  long  staple _  2302 

Upland _  2301 

Feed  grain  program,  1963 ;  county 
average  yields  and  rates _  2302 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

.  See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice  ;  Agricultural  Research  Serv¬ 
ice;  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service;  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation. 

CENSUS  BUREAU 

Notices 

Federal  Government  agencies  and 
their  contractors  and  suppliers, 

1963;  report  on  shipments  to,  or 
receipts  for  work  done;  con¬ 
sideration  for  survey _  2314 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Notices 

Lake  Central  Airlines,  Inc.;  ex¬ 
pansion  of  investigation _  2319 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Excepted  service: 

Interior  Department _  2301 

Small  Business  Administration.  2301 

State  Department..: _ _ _  2301 

Reemployment  rights;  detail  and 
transfer  of  Federal  employees 
to  international  organizations.  _  2301 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Census  Bureau. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT 
CORPORATION 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Tobacco  loan  program,  1963  crop; 
advance  rates  of  types  32  and 
'46 _ 2305 

Notices 

Cotton  storage;  extension  of  date 
for  submission  of  data - -  2318 

CUSTOMS  BUREAU 

Rules  and  Regulatipns 

Customs  financial  and  accounting 
procedure;  request  and  account¬ 
ing  for  overtime  services _  2309 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Industrial  personnel  access  au¬ 
thorization  review;  miscella¬ 
neous  amendments _  2310 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN 
COMMISSION 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Rules  of  practice  and  procedure; 
hearing - 


Macchi  Models  AL.60  and  AL.- 

60B  aircraft - 2309 

Control  zones;  alterations  (2 

documents) _  2306, 2308 

Control  zones  and'  transition 
areas;  alterations  and  designa¬ 
tions  (2  documents) _ _ _  2307,2308 

Control  zones,  transition  areas 
and  control  area  extensions;  al¬ 
terations,  designations  and  rev¬ 
ocations  (4  documents) _  2306,  2307 

Transition  area;  designation _  2308 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Airworthiness  directive;  Universal 
Models  D-16  and  D-16A  air¬ 
craft _  2313 

Control  zone;  withdrawal  of  pro¬ 
posed  designation - - -  2312 

Control  zones,  control  area  exten¬ 
sions  and  transition  areas;  al¬ 
teration,  revocation,  and  desig¬ 
nation  -  2312 

Notices 

Determination  of  hazards  to  air 
-navigation: 

Colquitt  Broadcasting  Co -  2320 

H.  S.  Anderson  Trucking  Co —  2320 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Show  cause  orders: 

Kinneman,  Vemie  Wayne -  2321 

Vegas  Garage -  2322 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Black  Hills  Video  Corp -  2321 

Ultravision  Broadcasting  Co. 
and  WEBR,  Inc _  2321 


2312 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Airworthiness  directives : 

Champion  Model  7  Series  air¬ 
craft _ _  2309 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas 
Co.,  Inc.;  changes  in  rates  and 

charges _ _ _  2322 

Mississippi  River  Fuel  Corp. ; 

hearing,  etc - -  2322 

(Continued  on  next  stage) 

2299 


2300 


CONTENTS 


FOOD  AND  DRUG 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Food  additives;  antibiotics  for 


growth  promotion  and  feed  effi¬ 
ciency -  2309 

Hazardous  substances;  exemption 
from  labeling  requirements _  2310 

Notices 

Food  additives;  filing  of  petitions: 

Atomic  Energy  Commission _  2318 

Fort  Dodge  Laboratories,  Inc__  2318 
International  Vermouth  Insti¬ 
tute  et  al -  2319 


HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
'WELFARE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion. 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Land  Management  Bureau. 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Fourth  section  applications  for 
relief _ _ _  2322 

Motor  carrier  transfer  proceed¬ 
ings _  2323 

Cbdification  Guide 


LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 

Notices 


Alabama;  filing  of  plat  of  survey..  2314 
Alaska;  small  tract  classification; 
cancellation;  correction _  2314 


TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Customs  Bureau. 

Notices 

Commandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard; 
delegation  of  functions _  2314 

U.S.  STUDY  COMMISSION, 
SOUTHEAST  RIVER  BASINS 
Notices 

Termination  of  Commission _  2314 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by 
documents  published  in  today's  issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date, 
appears  at  the  end  of  each  issue  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

A  cumulative  guide  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections 
affected  by  documents  published  since  January  1,  1964,  and  specifies  how  they  are  affected. 


5  CFR 


19  CFR 


213  (3  documents) _  2301 

352 _ 2301 

7  CFR 

722  (2  documents) _  2301,2302 

775 _ _ _ 2302 

905  (3  documents) _  2303,2304 

907 . 2304 

910 _ 2305 

1464 _ 2305 


24 _ 

21  CFR 

121 _ 

191 _ 

32  CFR 

155 . 


14  CFR 

71  [New]  (9  documents) _  2306-2308 

507  (2  documents) _ 2309 

Proposed  Rules: 

71  [New]  (2  documents) _ ...  2312 

507 _  2313 

18  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  m . 2312 


2309 

2309 

2310 

2310 


Subscriptions  Now  Being 
Accepted 

SLIP  LAWS 

88th  Congress,  2d  Session 

Separate  prints  of  Public  Laws,  published 
immediately  after  enactment,  with  mar-  - 
ginal  annotations  and  legislative  history 
references 

Subscription  Price: 

$12.00  per  Session 

Published  by  Office  of  the  Federal  Register, 
National  Archives  and  Records  Service, 
General  Services  Administration 

Order  from  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington 
D.C.,  20402 


FEDERALWREGISTER 

Telephone  WOrth  3-3261 


_  ■■■ 

Published  daily,  except  Sundays,  Mondays,  and  days  following  official  Federal  holidays, 
by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Serv- 
.  —  ices  Administration,  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  the  Federal  Register  Act, 

w  approved  July  26,  1936  (49  Stat.  600,  as  amended:  44  U.S.C.,  ch.  8B) ,  under  regulations 

prescribed  by  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register,  approved  by  the  President.  Distribution  is  made  only  by  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.,  20402. 

The  Fbdblal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $1.60  per  month  or  $16.00  per  year,  payable  m 
advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  (minimum  16  cents)  varies  in  proportion  to  the  size  of  the  issue.  Remit  check  or  money 
order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.,  20402.  * 

The  regulatory  material  appearing  herein  is  keyed  to' the  Codr  or  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published,  under  60  titles,  pvur* 
suant  to  section  11  of  the  Federal  Register  Act,  as  amended  August  6,  1963.  The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  books  and  pocket  supplements  vary. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register,  or  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 


Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5 — ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  213 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  off  State 

'  Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed- 
ual  Register,-  subparagraph  (6)  of 
paragraph  (k)  of  §  213.3304  is  amended 
as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3304  Department  of  State. 

•  •  »'  «  * 

(k)  Bureau  of  Inter-American  Af¬ 
fairs.  •  *  • 

(6)  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  (So¬ 
cial  Development) . 

***** 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.8.C.  631,  633;  E.O.  10577,  19  F.R.  7521, 
3  CFR,  1954-1968  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

,  Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

|P.R.  Doc.  64-1291;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:49  am.] 


PART  213— -EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  off  the  Interior 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subparagraph  (14)  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  §  213.3312  is  amended 
as  set  out  below. 

8  213.3312  Department  of  (he  Interior. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  *  •  * 
(14)  One  Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

*  *  *  *  ’  • 

(RS.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  UJ3.C.  631,  633:  E.O.  10577,  19  F.R.  7521, 
3  CFR  1954-1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V." Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1289;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  *1964; 
8:49  am.] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE  . 

Small  Business  Administration 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  paragraphs  (e),  (j), 
(n)  and  (o)  of  $  213.3332  are  revoked 
and  paragraph  (k)  Is  amended  as  set 
out  below. 

8  213.3332  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion. 

*  *  .  •  *  * 

(k)  Director,  Office  of  Procurement 

Services. 


(RjS.  1758,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403.  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  881,  888;  E.O.  10677,  19  F.R.  7621, 
3  CFR,  1964-1968  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1290;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:49  am.] 


PART  352— REEMPLOYMENT  RIGHTS 

Subpart  C — Detail  and  Transfer  of 
Federal  Employees  to  International 
Organizations 

Eligibility  for  Transfer 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  paragraph  (a)  of  §  352.- 
307  is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  352.307  Eligibility  for  transfer. 

An  employee,  as  defined  In  section  2 
of  the  Act,  is  eligible  for  transfer  to  fin 
international  organization  with  the 
rights  provided  for  in,  and  in  accordance 
with,  the  Act  and  this  subpart,  except 
the  following: 

(a)  A  Presidential  appointee  (other 
than  a  postmaster  or  a  Foreign  Service 
officer),  regardless  of  whether  his  ap¬ 
pointment  was  made  by  and  with  the 
advise  and  consent  of  the  Senate. 
***** 

(Sec.  6,  72  Stat.  961;  6  U.S.C.  2334;  E.O.  10804, 
24  F.R.  1147,  3  CFR,  1959  Supp.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-1292;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:50  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

[Amdt.  1] 

PART  722— COTTON 

Subpart — Acreage  Allotment  Regula¬ 
tions  for  the  1964  and  Succeeding 
Crops  off  Upland  Cotton 

Reapportionmsnt  of  Released 
Allotments 

This  amendment  is  issued  pursuant  to 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended  (52  Stat.  31,  as  amended; 
7U.S.C.  1281  etseq.). 

(a)  The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is 
to  provide  that  a  release  shall  not  be 
accepted  where  the  farm  owner  has  filed 


a  written  objection  prior  to  the  release, 
that  allotments  may  be  released  for  one 
year  only  by  the  operator  and  not  the 
owner  and  that  allotments  pooled  for 
farms  acquired  by  an  agency  having  the 
right  of  eminent  domain  may  be  released 
only  by  the  displaced  owner.  The 
amendment  also  provides  that  written 
requests  for  reapportionment  of  released 
allotments  shall  be  required  in  all  cases 
and  to  make  mandatory  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  standards  and  guidelines  by  the 
State  committee  applicable  to  such  re¬ 
apportionment. 

(b)  Since  applications  for  reappor¬ 
tionment  of  released  allotments  are  now 
being  filed,  it  is  essential  that  this 
amendment  be  made  effective  as  soon  as 
possible.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  and  found  that  compliance 
with  the  notice,  public  procedure  require¬ 
ments  and  the  30-day  effective  date  re¬ 
quirement  of  section  4  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Procedure  Act  (60  Stat.  238;  5 
U.S.C.  1003)  is  impracticable  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  and  this  - 
amendment  shall  be  effective  upon  filing 
of  this  document  with  the  Director  ,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

The  acreage  allotment  regulations  for 
the  1964  and  succeeding  crops  of  upland 
cotton  (28  F.R.  11041)  are  amended  as 
follows: 

Section  722.213  (a)  (3)  and  (b)  (1)  and 
(3)  of  the  regulations  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  722.213  Release  and  reapportionment 

of  cotton  allotments. 

(a)  Conditions  under  which  farm  al¬ 
lotments  cannot  be  released.  *  *  * 

(3)  The  allotment  for  any  farm  for 
which  the  farm  owner  has  filed  a  written 
objection  at  the  Office  of  the  County 
Committee  prior  to  the  release. 

(b)  Allotments  which  may  be  released 
and  reapportioned — (1)  Release  of  allot¬ 
ments  for  the  current  year  only.  Except 
as  provided  otherwise  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section,  all  or  any  pact  of  any 
farm  allotment  for  the  current  year  for 
an  old  cotton  farm,  which  will  not  be 
used  may  be  voluntarily  released  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  county  committee  by  the  farm 
operator  by  the  applicable  closing  date, 
except  that  allotments  pooled  for  farms 
acquired  by  an  agency  having  the  right 
of  eminent  domain  may  be  released  only 
by  the  displaced  owner.  Released  acre¬ 
age  shall  be  deducted  from  the  farm 
allotment  and  a  revised  notice  of  farm 
allotment  shall  be  issued. 

***** 

(3)  Reapportionment  of  allotments. 
(i)  The  State  committee  shall  establish 
standards  and  guidelines  to  assure  uni¬ 
form  application  of  the  basic  factors  of 
past  acreages  of  cotton,  land,  labor  and 
equipment  available  for  the  production 
of  cotton;  crop  rotation  practices;  and 
soil  and  other  physical  facilities  affecting 
the  production  of  cotton,  required  to  be 
considered  under  section  344(m)  (2)  of 
.the  act  in  the  reapportionment  of  re- 

2301 
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leased  allotments  to  farms.  Such  stand¬ 
ards  and  guidelines  shall  be  subject  to 
review  and  approval  by  the  deputy 
administrator. 

(ii)  A  written  request  by  the  farm 
operator  or  owner  shall  be  made  to  the 
county  committee  by  the  applicable  clos¬ 
ing  date  as  a  condition  of  eligibility  for 
consideration  by  the  county  committee 
to  have  released  acreage  reapportioned 
to  the  farm. 

(iii)  Released  allotments  may  be  re¬ 
apportioned  by  the  county  committee 
not  later  than  the  applicable  closing  date 
to  other  farms  receiving  farm  allotments 
in  the  same  county  in  amounts  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  county  committee  to  be 
fair  and  reasonable  pursuant  to  the  ap¬ 
proved  standards  and  guidelines  issued 
by  the  State  committee  under  this  sub- 
paragraph  (3) :  Provided,  That  any  al¬ 
lotment  released  from  a  farm  which  is 
covered  in  whole  or  in  part  by  a  contract 
under  the  conservation  programs  or  for 
which  an  application  for  such  contract  is 
pending,  shall  not  be  reapportioned  by 
the  county  committee  to  any  other  farm 
or  surrendered  to  the  State  committee 
for  reapportionment  to  other  counties. 

•  *  •  *  • 
(Secs.  344,  375;  63  Stat.  670,  as  amended.  52 
Stat.  66,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1344,  1375) 

Effective  date.  Date  of  filing  this 
document  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  5, 1964.  t 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service.  _ 

[P.B.  Doc.  64-1280;  Piled,  Feb.,  7,  1064; 

8:48  am.] 


possible.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  deter¬ 
mined  and  found  that  compliance  with 
the  notice,  public  procedure  require¬ 
ments  and  the  30-day  effective  date 
requirement  of  section  4  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act  (60  Stat.  238  ;  5 
U.S.C.  1003)  is  impracticable  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  and  this 
amendment  shall  be  effective  upon  filing 
of  this  document  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

The  acreage  allotment  regulations  for 
the  1964  and  succeeding  crops  of  extra 
long  staple  cotton  (28  F.R.  11034)  are 
amended  as  follows: 

.  Section  722.313 (a)'(3)  and  (b)  (1) 

and  (3)  of  the  regulations  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  722.313  Release  and  reapportionment 

of  ELS  cotton  allotments. 

(a)  Conditions  under  which  farm 
allotments  cannot  be  released.  *  *  * 

(3)  The  allotment  for  any  farm  for 
which  the  farm  owner  has  filed  a  written 
objection  at  the  Office  of  the  County 
Committee  prior  to  the  release. 

(b)  Allotments  which  may  be  re¬ 
leased  and  reapportioned — (1)  Release 
of  allotments  for  the  current  year  only. 
Except  as  provided  otherwise  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  all  or  any  part 
of  any  farm  allotment  for  the  current 
year  for  an  old  ELS  cotton  farm,  which 
will  not  be  used  may  be  voluntarily  re¬ 
leased  in  writing  to  the  county  com¬ 
mittee  by  the  farm  operator  by  the  ap¬ 
plicable  closing  date,  except  that  allot¬ 
ments  pooled  for  farms  acquired  by  an 
agency  having  the  right  of  eminant  do¬ 
main  may  be  released  only  by  the  dis¬ 
placed  owner.  Released  acreage  shall  be 
deducted  from  the  farm  allotment  and 
a  revised  notice  of  farm  allotment  shall 
be  issued. 

***** 


(ii)  A  written  request  by  the  farm 
operator  or  owner  shall  be  made  to  the ' 
county  committee  by  the  applicable 
closing  date  as  a  condition  of  eligibility 
for  consideration  by  the  county  com- 
mittee  to  have  released  acreage  reap, 
portioned  to  the  farm. 

(iii)  Released  allotments  may  be  re¬ 
apportioned  by  the  county  committee  not 
later  than  the  applicable  closing  date 
to  other  farms  receiving  farm  allotments 
in  the  same  county  in  amounts  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  county  committee  to  be 
fair  and  reasonable  pursuant  to  the  ap¬ 
proved  standards  and  guidelines  issued 
by  the  State  committee  under  this  sub- 
paragraph  (3) :  Provided,  That  any  al¬ 
lotment  released  from  &  farm  which  is 
covered  in  whole  or  in  part  by  a  contract 
under  the  conservation  programs  or  for 
which  an  application  for  such  contract  is 
pending,  shall  not  be  reapportioned  by 
the  county  committee  to  any  other  farm 
or  surrendered  to  the  State  committee 
for  reapportionment  to  other  counties. 

*  *  *  *x  * 
(Secs.  344,  375;  63  Stat.  670,  as  amended, 
52  Stat.  66,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1344,  1375) 

Effective  date.  Date  of  filing  this 
document  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
February  5, 1964. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1279;  Plied,  Peb.  7,  1964; 

8:48  ajn.] 


SUBCHAPTER  C — SPECIAL  PROGRAMS 
[Amdt.  5] 


[Arndt,  1] 

PART  722— COTTON 

Subpait — Acreage  Allotment  Regula¬ 
tions  for  the  1964  and  Suceeding 
Crops  of  Extra  Long  Staple  Cotton 

Release  and  Reapportionment  of  ELS 
Cotton  Allotments 

This  amendment  is  issued  pursuant  to 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended  (52  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7 
U.S.C.  1281etseq.). 

(a)  The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is 
to  provide  that  a  release  shall  not  be 
accepted  where  the  farm  owner  has  filed 
a  written  objection  prior  to  the  release, 
that  allotments  may  be  released  for  one 
year  only  by  the  operator  and  not  the 
owner  and  that  allotments  pooled  for 
farms  acquired  by  an  agency  having  the 
right  of  eminent  domain  may  be  re¬ 
leased  only  by  the  displaced  owner.  The 
amendment  also  provides  that  written 
request  for  reapportionment  of  released 
allotments  shall  be  required  in  all  cases 
and  to  make  mandatory  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  standards  and  guidelines  by 
the  State  committee  applicable  to  such 
reapportionment. 

(b)  Since  applications  for  reapportion¬ 
ment  of  released  allotments  are  now 
being  filed  it  is  essential  that  this 
amendment  be  made  effective  as  soon  as 


(3)  Reapportionment  of  allotments. 
(i)  The  State  committee  shall  establish 
standards  and  guidelines  to  secure  uni¬ 
form  application  of  the  basic  factors  of 
past  acreages  of  ELS  cotton,  land,  labor 
and  equipment  available  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  ELS  cotton;  crop  rotation 
practices;  and  soil  and  other  physical 
facilities  affecting  the  production  of  ELS 
cotton,  required  to  be  considered  under 
section  344(m)  (2)  of  the  act  in  the  re¬ 
apportionment  of  released  allotments  to 
farms.  Such  standards  and  guidelines 
shall  be  subject  to  review  and  approval 
by  the  deputy  administrator. 


PART  775— FEED  GRAINS 

Subpait— rl  963  Feed  Grain  Program 
Regulations^ 

County  Average  Yields  and  Rate 

Section  775.228  of  the  1963  Feed  Grain 
Program  Regulations,  28  F.R.  4282,  is 
hereby  amended  by  adding  county  aver¬ 
age  yields  and  county  rates  for  additional 
counties,  as  follows : 

§  775.228  County  *  average  yields  and 
county  rates. 


1963  Feed  Grain  Program 

County  1959-60  adjusted  average  yield  per  acre  and  rate  per  bushel  used  in  determining  county  diversion  payments 


Barley 

Com 

Grain  sorghum 

County 

1959-60 

adjusted 

average 

yield 

(bushels) 

Rate 

(dollars) 

1959-60 

adjusted 

average 

yield 

(bushels) 

Rate 

(dollars) 

1959-60 

adjusted 

average 

yield 

(bushels) 

Rate 

(dollars) 

30. 0 

1.05 

Cuyahoga. 


37.5  0.99 


I 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


[Orange  Reg.  34] 

PART  905— ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES,  AND  TANGELOS 
GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 

Limitation  of  Shipments 
§  905.409  Orange  Regulation  34. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
905) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos 
grown  in  Florida,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
committees  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  shipments  of  oranges,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  will  establish  and 
maintain  such  minimum  standards  of 
quality  and  maturity  and  such  grading 
and  inspection  requirements  as  will  tend 
to  effectuate  such  orderly  marketing 
of  oranges  as  will  be  in  the  public 
interest;  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act;  and  is  not  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  prices  to  farmers 
above  the  level  which  it  is  declared  to  be 
the  policy  of  Congress  to  establish  under 
the  act.  . 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient;  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  prepara¬ 
tion  for  such  effective  time;  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  the  provisions 
hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 
Shipments  of  oranges,  including  Temple 
oranges,  grown  in  the  production  area, 
are  presently  subject  to  regulation  by 
grades  and  sizes,  pursuant  to  the  amend¬ 
ed  marketing  agreement  and  order;  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  herein  were  promptly  submitted 
to  the  Department  after  an  open  meeting 
of  the  Growers  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee  on  February  4,  1964;  such  meet¬ 
ing  was  held  to  consider  recommenda¬ 
tions  for  regulation,  after  giving  due 
notice  of  such  meeting,  and  interested 
persons  were  afforded'  an  opportunity  to 
submit  their  views  at  this  meeting;  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  including  the 
effective  time  hereof,  are  identical  with 
the  aforesaid  recommendation  of  the 
committee,  and  information  concerning 
such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  oranges;  the  provisions  of  the  act 
require  that  the  minimum  standards  of 
quality  and  maturity,  as  set  forth  here¬ 
in,  be  made  effective  when  the  seasonal 
average  price  to  growers  for  such  oranges 


(Sec.  16(g),  76  stat.  613,  16  ujs.c.  66©p(g);  Administrative  Committee  on  February 
tecs.  106(c)(6)  and  106(c)(6),  76  stat.  612,  7  4,  1954,  such  meeting  was  held  to  con- 
os.c.  1441  note)  sider  recommendations  for  regulation, 

Effective  Date  of  publication.  after  giving  due  notice  of  such  meeting, 

_  and  interested  persons  were  afforded  an 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  5th  opportunity  to  submit  their  views  at  this 
day  of  February  1964.  meeting;  the  provisions  of  this  section, 

H.D.  Godfrey,  including  the  effective  time  hereof,  are 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta-  identical  with  the  aforesaid  recom- 
bilization  and  Conservation  mendation  of  the  committee,  and  inf  or - 
Service.  mation  concerning  such  provisions  and 

effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
[FR.  Doc.  64-1281;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964;  among  handlers  of  such  grapefruit;  it  is 
8:49  a.m.]  necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de- 

— -  dared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 

section  effective  during  the  period  here- 
Chapter  IX— Agricultural  Marketing  inafter  set  forth  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and  continued  regulation  of  the  handling  of 
Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables,  Tree  grapefruit,  and  compliance  with  this 

Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture  sect,ion  wiU£ot  require  any  special  prep- 
'  r  9  aration  on  the  part  of  the  persons  sub- 

[ Grapefruit  Reg.  36]  ject  thereto  which  cannot  be  completed 

PART  905— ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT,  In  the 

TANGERINES,  AND  TANGELOS  amended  marketing  agreement  and  or- 
GROWN  IN  FLORIDA  der  shall,  when  used  herein,  have  the 

same  meaning  as  is  given  to  the  respec- 
Limitation  of  Shipments  tive  term  in  said  amended  marketing 

_  ,  .  _  __  agreement  and  order;  and  terms  relating 

§  905.408  Grapefruit  Regulation  35.  to  grade,  diameter,  standard  pack,  and 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  st&ndard  box,  as  used  herein,  shall 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  have  the  same  meaning  as  is  given 
Order  No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  to  the  respective  term  in  the  United 
905) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges,  States  Standards  for  Florida  Grapefruit 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos  (§8  51.750-51.783  of  this  title), 
grown  in  Florida,  effective  under  the  ap-  *2)  During  the  period  beginning  at 
pUcable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  12:01  a.m  es.t  February  10,  1964  and 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  March  2, 
amended  (7  O.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon  1964,  no  handler  shall  ship  between  the 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the  production  area  and  any  point  outside 
committees  established  under  the  afore-  ******  **  the  continental  United  States, 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and  Canada,  or  Mexico: 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa-  (i)  Any  grapefruit,  except  pink  seed- 
tton,  it  is  hereby  found  and  determined,  less  «raSffJu?'  gr°wn  in  the  production 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (5)  of  sec-  area,  which  do  not  grade  at  least  U.S. 
tion  602  of  the  act,  that  the  continuation  ^  *Jo;.l  ^usse** 

of  regulation  of  shipments  of  grapefruit,  (il)  Any  plnk.  seedless  grapefruit, 
as  hereinafter  provided,  is  necessary  and  gr°wn  nj  the  production  area,  which  do 
will  tend  to  avoid  a  disruption  of  the  noj',,£ra!*e  at  us*  , 

orderly  marketing  of  the  remainder  of  <m)  Any  .seeded  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  current  crop  of  such  grapefruit;  and  Production  area  which  are  smaller 
such  continuation  of  regulation  will  be  *£*?  inches,  g  diameter,  except 
in  the  public  interest.  that  a  iterance  of  10  percent,  by  count, 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  of  seeded  grapefruit  smaller  than  such 
it  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  "  1 **  Permitted,  which 

public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  tolerance  shall  be  applied  in  accordance 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure,  w*h  the  provisions  for  the  application 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this  <*  tolerances,  specified  m  said  United 
section  until  30  days  after  publication  States  Standards  for  Florida  Grape- 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  °F  .  .. 

1001-1011)  because  the  time  intervening  (iv)  A**  seedless  grapefruit,  grown  in 
between  the  date  when  information  upon  the  production  area,  which  are  smaller 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail-  than  3%«  inches  in  diameter,  except  that 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must  a  tolerance  of  10  percent,  by  count,  of 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate  seedless  grapefruit  smaller  than  such 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffl-  minimum  size  shall  be  permitted,  which 
cient;  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted,  tolerance  shall  be  applied  in  accordance 
under  the  circumstances,  for  preparation  wit*i  the  provisions  for  the  application 
for  such  effective  time*  and  good  cause  **  tolerances,  specified  in  said  United 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof  States  Standards  for  Florida  Grapefruit, 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  Ship-  (Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
ments  of  all  grapefruit,  grown  in  the  601-674) 

“*■*  Pebraary5’ 1964 

to  the  amended  marketing  agreement  Paul  A.  Nicholson, 

and  order ;  the  recommendation  and  sup-  Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg- 

porting  information  for  regulation  dur-  etable  Division,  Agricultural 

ing  the  period  specified  herein  were  Marketing  Service. 

promptly  submitted  to  the  Department  [f.r.  Doc.  64-1322;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
after  an  open  meeting  of  the  Growers  8: so  a.m.]. 
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will  exceed  the  parity  level  specified  in 
section  2(1)  of  the  act;  it  is  necessary, 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act,  to  make  this  section  effective 
during  the  period  hereinafter  set  forth, 
and  at  the  commencement  thereof,  so  as 
not  -to  permit  the  unrestricted  shipment 
thereafter  of  oranges  as  such  unre¬ 
stricted  shipment  would  not  be  con¬ 
ducive  to  the  orderly  marketing  of  such 
oranges  as  will  be  in  the  public  interest 
and  would  not  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act;  and  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  section  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of  the 
persons  subject  thereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  by  the  effective  time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  Terms  used  in  thf 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der  shall,  when  used  herein,  have  the 
same  meaning  as  is  given  to  the  respec¬ 
tive  term  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order;  and  terms  relating 
to  grade,  diameter,  standard  pack,  and 
standard  box,  as  used  herein,  shall  have 
the.  same  meaning  as  is  given  to  the 
respective  term  in  the  United  States 
Standards  for  Florida  Oranges  and  Tan- 
gelos  (58  51.1140-51.1178  of  jthis  title) . 

(2)  During  the  period  beginning  at 
12:01  ajn.,  e.s.t.,  February  10,  1964,  and 
ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  March  2, 
1964,  no  handler  shall  ship  between  the 
production  area  and  any  point  outside 
thereof  in  the  continental  United  States, 
Canada,  or  Mexico: 

(i)  Any  oranges,  including  Temple 
oranges,  grown  in  the  production  area, 
which  do  not  grade  at  least  US.  No.  2 
Russet; 

(ii)  Any  oranges,  except  Temple 
oranges,  grown  in  the  production  area, 
which  are  of  a  size  smaller  than  2%e 
inches  in  diameter,  except  that  a  toler¬ 
ance  of  10  percent,  by  count,  of  oranges 
smaller  than  such  minimum  diameter 
shall  be  permitted,  which  tolerance 
shall  be  applied  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  for  the  application  of  toler¬ 
ances  specified  in  said  United  States 
Standards  for  Florida  Oranges  and 
Tangelos:  Provided,  That  in  determining 
the  percentage  of  oranges  in  any  lot 
which  are  smaller  than  2%e  inches  in 
diameter,  such  percentage  shall  be  based 
only  on  those  oranges  in  such  lot  which 
are  of  a  size  2^6  inches  in  diameter  or 
smaller;  or 

(iii)  Any  Temple  oranges,  grown  in 
the  production  area,  which  are  of  a  size 
smaller  than  2%e  inches  in  diameter, 
except  that  a  tolerance  of  10  percent,  by 
count,  of  Temple  oranges  smaller  than 
such  minimum  diameter  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted,  which  tolerance  shall  be  applied 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  for 
the  application  of  tolerances  specified 
in  the  aforesaid  United  States  Standards 
for  Florida  Oranges  and  Tangelos.  » 


[Tangelo  Reg.  19] 

PART  905— ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES,  AND  TANGELOS 
GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 

Limitation  of  Shipments 

§  905.410  Tangelo  Regulation  19. 


(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stajt.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C 
601-674) 

Dated:  February  5, 1964. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

Doc.  64-1324;  Plied,  Feb.  7,  1964; 


]F.R. 


64-1324;  Filed, 

8:50  a.m  ] 


(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
905) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos 
grown  in  Florida,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  .  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
committees  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  and  determined, 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (5)  of 
section  602  of  the  act,  that  the  continu¬ 
ation  of  regulation  of  shipments  of  tan¬ 
gelos,  as  hereinafter  provided,  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  will  tend  to  avoid  a  disruption 
of  the  orderly  marketing  of  the  remain¬ 
der  of  the  current  crop  of  such  tangelos ; 
and  such  continuation  of  regulation  will 
be  in  the  public  interest. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.O. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient; 
a  reasonable  time  is  permitted,  under 
the  circumstances,  for  preparation  for 
such  effective  time;  and  good  cause  ex¬ 
ists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  Ship¬ 
ments  of  tangelos,  grown  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  area,  are  presently  subject  to  regu¬ 
lation  by  grades  and  sizes,  pursuant 
to  the  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for 
regulation  during  the  period  speci¬ 
fied  herein  were  promptly  submitted 
to  the  Department  after  an  open  meeting 
of  the  Growers  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee  on  February  4,  1964,  such  meeting 
was  held  to  consider  recommendations 
for  regulation,  after  giving  due  notice 
of  such  meeting,  and  interested  persons 
were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit 
their  views  at  this  meeting;  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section,  including  the 
effective  time  hereof,  are  identical  with 
the  aforesaid  recommendation  of  the 
committee,  and  information  concerning 
such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  tangelos;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  during  the 
period  hereinafter  set  forth  so  as  to 
provide  for  the  continued  regulation  of 
the  handling  of  tangelos,  and  compliance 


with  this  section  will  not  require  any 
special  preparation  on  the  part  of  the 
persons  subject  thereto  which  cannot 
be  completed  by  the  effective  time  hereof 

(b)  Order.  (R  Terms  used  in  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order  shall,  when  used  herein,  have  the 
same  meaning  as  is  given  to  the  respec¬ 
tive  term  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order;  and  terms  relat¬ 
ing  to  grade,  diameter,  standard  pack, 
and  standard  box,  '  as  used  herein! 
shall  have'  the  same  meaning  as  is 
given  to  the  respective  term  in  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Florida 
Oranges  and  Tangelos  (5 §  51.1140-51 - 
1178  of  this  title) . 

(2)  During  the  period  beginning  at 
12:01  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  February  10,  1964,  and 
ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  e.s.t,  July  31, 
1964,  no  handler  shall  ship  between  the 
production  area  and  any  point  outside 
thereof  in  the  continental  United  States, 
Canada,  or  Mexico : 

(i)  Any  tangelos,  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area,  which  do  not  grade  at  least 
U.S.  No.  2  RUsset;  or 

(ii)  Any  tangelos,  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area,  which  are  of  a  size  smaller 
than  2%e  inches  in  diameter,  except 
that  a  tolerance  of  10  percent,  by  count, 
of  tangelos  smaller  than  such  minimum 
diameter  shall  be  permitted,  which 
tolerance  shall  be  applied  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  for  the  application 
of  tolerances  specified  in  said  United 
States  Standards  for  Florida  Oranges 
and  Tangelos. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  February  5, 1964. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1325;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:50  a.m.] 


[Navel  Orange  Reg.  50] 

PART  907— NAVEL  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  907.350  Navel  Orange  Regulation  50. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
907;  27  FJt.  10087),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Navel  Orange  Administrative 
Committee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  handling  of  such  navel  oranges 
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as  hereinafter  provided  "will  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 


on  Reg.  96]  '  (i)  District  1:  7,440  cartons; 

MONS  GROWN  IN  JJ}>.  153.450  cartons; 

AKin  ADI70MA  Ciii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

MRiAwiiM  (2)  as  used  in  this  section,  “handled.” 

n  of  Handling  “District  1”  “District  2,”  “District  3.” 

,  and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  -as 

i  Regulation  96.  when  used  in  the  said  amended  market- 

(1)  Pursuant  to  the  tag  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19.  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-874) 

Dated :  February  6, 1964. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

I  PH.  Doc.  64-1323;  Piled,  Peb.  7.  1964; 
8:50  a.m.] 


"  (2)  it  is  hereby  further  found  that 
it  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  no¬ 
tice,  engage  in  public  rule-making  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  this  section  until  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
(5  USC.  1001-1011)  because  the  time  Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
intervening  between  the  date  when  in-  910;  27  F.R.  8346),  regulating  the  han- 
formation  upon  which  this  section  is  dltag  of  lemons  grown  in  Calif omia  and 
based  became  available  and  the  time  Arizona,  effective  under  the  applicable 
when  this  section  must  become  effective  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
of  the  act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reason-  U.S.C.  601-674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of 
able  time  is  permitted,  under  the  cir-  the  recommendation  and  information 
cumstances,  for  preparation  for  such  submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
effective  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for  Committee,  established  under  the  said 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective  amended  marketing  agreement  and  or- 
as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The  committee  der.  and  upon  other  available  informa- 
held  an  open  meeting  during  the  current  tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita- 
week,  after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  tion  of  handling  of  such  lemons  as  here- 
consider  supply  and  market  conditions  inafter  provided  will  tend  to  effectuate 
for  navel  oranges  and  the  need  for  regu-  toe  declared  policy  of  the  act. 
lation;  interested  persons  were  afforded  <2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
sd  opportunity  to  submit  information  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub- 
and  views  at  this  meeting;  the  recom-  He  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
mendation  and  supporting  information  engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
for  regulation  during  the  period  specified  and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
herein  were  promptly  submitted  to  the  section  until  30  days  after  publication 
Department  after  such  meeting  was  held;  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
the  provisions  of  this  section,  including  1001-1011)  because  the  time  intervening 
its  effective  time,  are  identical  with  the  between  the  date  when  information  upon  §  1464.1551 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com-  which  this  section  is  based  became  avail- 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such  able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been  become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such  toe  declared  policy  nf  the  act  is  insuffl- 
navel  oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in  order 
tn  effer.taiA.t.e  t.he  ripr.1fl.red  nolirv  of  the  .  mitted, 


Grade 


Grade 


Grade 


76.12  I 

74.12 

70. 12 

66.12 

59.12 

60.12 

56.12 

49.12 

40.12 

31.12 

53.12 

44.12 

34.12 

32.12 

27.12 

25. 12 

41.12 

38. 12 

30.12 

30.12 

26.12 

23. 12 

62. 12 

64.12 

39.12 

42.12 


31.12 

25.12  1 

26.12 

23.12 

81.12 

79. 12 

74. 12 

68.12 
62.12 
82.12 
80.12 

76.12 

72.12 

66.12 
JO.  12 
66.12 

52.12 

66. 12 

56.12 

89.12 

40.12 

30.12 

52. 12 

47.12 

37. 12 

33.12 

25.12 

73.12 

69. 12 

64.12 

63.12 

38.12 
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§  1464.1552  1963  Crop— Puerto  Rican 

Tobacco,  Type  46,  Advance  Sched¬ 
ule.* 


(Dollars  per  hundred  pounds,  farm  sales  weight) 


Grade 

Advance 

rate 

CIF- . 

jprioe  block  I . 

38.5 

cip . 

xip . 

X1F 

•Price  block  II . . 

26.5 

X18- . 

X2P . 

X2F . 

•Price  block  III . 

18,0 

X2T . 

X28 . 

N.. 

Price  block  IV . . 

13.0 

- - - 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
secs.  101,  106,  401,  403,  63  Stat.  1051,  as 
amended,  1054;  74  Stat.  6;  15  U6.C.  714c, 
7  U.S.C.  1441,  1445,  1421,  1423;  sec.  125,  70 
Stat.  108, 7  U.S.C.  1813) 

Effective  date.  Date  of  signature. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  5, 1964. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  • 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1282;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:49  a.m.] 

Title  14 -AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E — AIRSPACE  (NEWK 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-CE-76] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone,  Designa¬ 
tion  of  Transition  Area  and  Revo¬ 
cation  of  Control  Area  Extension 

On  October  1, 1963,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (28  FR.  10540)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  (FAA) 
proposed  to  alter  the  Ponca  City,  Okla., 
control  zone,  designate  the  Ponca  City 
transition  area  and  revoke  the  Ponca 
City  control  area  extension. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule¬ 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  Due  consideration  was  given  to 
all  relevant  matter  presented. 

The  Air  Transport  Association  of 
America  concurred  with  the  action  pro¬ 
posed  providing  that  existing  instrument 
approach  procedures  are  not  derogated. 
The  minor  changes  necessary  do  not 
derogate  the  approach  procedures. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  and  for 
the  reasons  stated  herein  and  in  the  no¬ 
tice,  the  following  actions  are  taken; 


2  The  cooperative  associations  through 
which  price  support  is  made  available  to 
growers  are  authorized  to  deduct  $1.00  per 
hundred  pounds  from  the  advances  to 
growers  to  apply  against  overhead  and  han¬ 
dling  cost.  Tobacco  is  eligible  for  advances 
only  if  consigned  by  the  original  producer. 
No  advance  is  authorized  for  scrap  or  tobacco 
designated  as  “No-G”. 


1.  In  §  71.171  (29  FR.  1101)  the  Ponca 
City,  Okla.,  control  zone  is  amended  to 
read: 

Ponca  City,  Okla. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  Ponca  City 
Municipal  Airport  (latitude  36°43'40"  N., 
longitude  97*05'50"  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  225°  bearing  from  the  Ponca 
City  RBN,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  8  miles  SW  of  the  RBN,  and  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  359*  bearing  from 
the  Ponca  City  RBN,  extending  from  the 
5-mlle  radius  zone  to  12  miles  N  of  the  RBN. 

2.  Section  71.165  (29  F.R.  1073)  is 
amended  by  revoking  the  following  con¬ 
trol  area  extension:  Ponca  City,  Okla. 

3.  Section  71.181  (29  F.R.  1160)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  transi¬ 
tion  area: 

Ponca  City,  Okla. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radius 
of  the  Ponca  City  Municipal  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  36°43'40"  N.,  longitude  97*05'50"  W.); 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Ponca  City 
VORTAC  289°  radial,  extending  from  the  6- 
mlle  radius  area  to  8  miles  NW  of  the 
VORTAC;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  within 
an  8-mile  radius  of  the  Ponca  City  Munici¬ 
pal  Airport;  within  8  miles  SE  and  5  miles 
NW  of  the  225°  bearing  from  the  Ponca  City 
RBN,  extending  from  the  8-mlle  radius  area 
to  13  miles  SW  of  the  RBN;  within  8  miles  SW 
and  5  miles  NE  of  the  Ponca  City  VORTAC 
289°  radial,  extending  from  the  8-mile  radius 
area  to  13  miles  NW  of  the  VORTAC,  and 
within  8  miles  W  and  5  miles  E  of  the  359° 
bearing  from  the  Ponca  City  RBN,  extending 
from  the  RBN  to  16  miles  N  of  the  RBN. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  2,  1964. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  UJ3.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  28, 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-1249;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:45  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-CE-149] 

part  71  — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
§  71.171  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Reg¬ 
ulations  is  to  alter  the  description  of  the 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  control  zone. 

The  Sioux  City  control  zone  is  pres¬ 
ently  designated,  in  part,  with  reference 
to  the  Sioux  City  radio  range.  The  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency  has  scheduled  the 
conversion  of  this  facility  to  a  radio  bea¬ 
con  on  or  about  March  5, 1964.  The  ac¬ 
tion  taken  herein  reflects  this  facility 
conversion. 

Since  the  change  effected  by  this 
amendment  is  editorial  in  nature,  notice 
and  public  procedure  hereon  are  un¬ 
necessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
§  71.171  (29  FR.  1101)  is  amended  as 
follows: 

In  the  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  control  zone, 
“within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  Sioux 
City  RR  S  course,  extending  from  the 


5-mile  radius  zone  to  8  miles  S  of  the 
RR;”  is  deleted  and  “within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Sioux  City  RBN  163°  bearing 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone 
to  8  miles  S  of  the  RBN;”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.,  March  5,  1964. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  72  Stat.  749;  49  US.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  28, 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1250;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:45  &.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-EA-33] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone,  Designa¬ 
tion  of  Transition  Areas,  and  Revo¬ 
cation  of  Control  Area  Extension 

On  August  16,  1963,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  F.R.  8414)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  Bluefleld,  W.  Va.,  con¬ 
trol  zone,  designate  the  Bluefleld  and 
Beckley ,  W.  Va.,  transition  areas  and  re¬ 
voke  the  Bluefleld,  W.  Va.,  control  area 
extension. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  submission  of  comments 
and  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

Comments  were  received  from  the  Air 
Transport  Association  of  America  (ATA) 
and  the  Aircraft  Owners  and  Pilots  As¬ 
sociation  (AOPA) . 

The  ATA  concurred  with  the  actions 
proposed  in  the  notice.  The  AOPA 
recommended  that  the  portion  of  the 
Bluefleld  transition  area  beyond  the  im¬ 
mediate  vicinity  of  the  Mercer  County 
Airport  be  designated  to  extend  upward 
from  5,000  feet  MSL  with  the  provision 
that  no  point  extend  below  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface.  It  is  the  FAA’s  opin¬ 
ion  that  AOPA’s  recommendation  would 
create  a  patchwork  pattern  of  varying 
controlled  airspace  with  both  MSL  and 
above  the  surface  floors  that  would  be 
of  doubtful  benefit  to  VFR  pilots.  The 
AOPA’s  recommendation  would  also  ma¬ 
terially  increase  the  amount  of  transi¬ 
tion  area  required  with  a  floor  of  700 
feet  above  the  surface  and  cause  the  loss 
of  the  existing  5,000-foot  cardinal  alti¬ 
tude  on  Victor  Airway  35  and  the  hold¬ 
ing  patterns  associated  with  this  airway 
at  Paynes ville  and  Madison  and  also  on 
the  portion  of  Victor  Airway  59  north  of 
the  Beckley  VOR.  Therefore,  action  is 
taken  herein  to  alter,  designate  and  re¬ 
voke  controlled  airspace  in  the  Beckley/ 
Bluefleld  terminal  area  as  proposed  in 
the  notice. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published  and  for  the 
reasons  stated  herein  and  in  the  notice, 
the  following  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  §  71.171  (29  FR.  1101)  the  Blue- 
field,  W.  Va.,  control  zone  is  amended  to 
read: 
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Bluefield,  W.  Va. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Mercer  County 
Airport  Bluefield,  W.  Va.  (latitude  37*17'46" 
N,  longitude  81*12'80"  W.).  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Bluefield  VOR  047*  radial, 
extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to 
4  5  miles  NE  of  the  VOR,  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Bluefield  VOR  287*  radial, 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to 
15  miles  W  of  the  VOR. 

2.  Jn  §  71.165  (29  FJR.  1073)  the  Blue¬ 
field,  W.  Va.,  control  area  extension  is 

revoked. 

3.  Section  71.181  (29  FJR.  1160)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  tran¬ 
sition  area: 

a.  Bluefield,  W.  Va. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-mile  radius 
of  Mercer  County  Airport,  Bluefield,  W.  Va. 
(latitude  87*17'45"  N.t  longitude  81°12'S0" 
W.) ,  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Bluefield 
VOR  267*  radial,  extending  from  the  8-mile 
radius  area  to  22  miles  W  of  the  VOR;  and 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  14100 
feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  latitude  88*02'00"  N.,  longitude 
82*15'00''  W.;  to  latitude  38*14'00"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  80*35'00"  W.;  to  latitude  37*10'00"  N., 
longitude  80*51'80"  W.;  to  latitude  37 *05 '00" 
N.,  longitude  82*10'00"  W.;  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

b.  Beckley,  W.  Va ._ 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mile  radius 
of  Raleigh  County  Memorial  Airport,  Beckley, 
W.  Va.  (latitude  37*47'10"  N.f  longitude 
81*Q7'25"  W.),  and  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Beckley  VOR  130*  and  154*  radlals, 
extending  from  the  7-mile  radius  area  to  13 
miles  SE  of  the  VOR. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  001  e.s.t.,  April  2, 1964.  - 
(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  UJ3.C.  1848) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  28, 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

irjR.  Doc.  64-1251;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:45  ajn.f 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-EA-46] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  INEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Desig¬ 
nation  of  Transition  Areas 

On  October  11,  1963,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  FR.  10925)  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
proposed  to  alter  the  Zanesville,  Ohio, 
control  zone  and  designate  transition 
areas  at  Zanesville  and  Coshocton,  Ohio. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule¬ 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  and  for 
the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  actions  are  taken: 

J-  In  §  71.171  (29  FJR.  1101)  the  Zanes- 
vule,  Ohio,  control  zone  is  amended  to 
read: 

Zanesville,  Ohio. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  ZanesviUe 
Municipal  Airport  (latitude  39*56'40"  N., 

No.  28 - 2 


longitude  8I*53'20"  W.);  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Zanesville  RBN  210*  bearing,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  7 
miles  8W  of  the  RBN;  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  ZanesviUe  VOR  222*  radial, 
extending  freon  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  7 
miles  SW  of  the  VOR;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  a  1-mile  radius  of  the  Riverside  Air¬ 
port,  Zanesville  (latitude  39*59'10"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  81*59'00"  W.). 

2.  Section  71.181  (29  Fit.  1160)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following : 

a.  Zanesville,  Ohio. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mile  radius 
of  the  Zanesville  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
39 *56 '40"  N.,  longitude  81*53'20"  W.); 

within  2  mUes  each  side  of  the  Zanesville 
RBN  210*  bearing,  extending  from  the  7- 
mUe  radius  area  to  8  mUes  SW  of  the  RBN; 
and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Zanes¬ 
ville  VOR  222*  radial,  extending  from  the 
7-mile  radius  area  to  8  miles  SW  of  the  VOR; 
and  that  airspace  extending  upward  from 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  latitude  39°53'15"  N„ 
longitude  81*03'15"  W.;  to  latitude  89°43'00" 
N„  longitude  81*18'00"  W.;  to  latitude  39*- 
40*00"  N.,  longitude  81  *30' 00"  W.;  to  lati¬ 
tude  S3°40'00"  N„  longitude  82*00  00"  W.;  to 
latitude  39*52'26"  N..  longitude  82*13'00"  W.: 
thence  direct  to  the  Tiverton.  Ohio,  VOR;  to 
the  Newcomeratown,  Ohio,  VOR;  to  the  INT  of 
the  Imperial,  Pa.,  VORTAC  249*  radial  and 
the  arc  of  a  60-mile  radius  circle  centered 
on  the  Imperial  VORTAC;  thence  via  this 
arc  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

b.  Coshocton,  Ohio. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mii~  radius 
of  the  Unlversal-Cyclops  Airport  (latitude 
40*12'15"  N.,  longitude  81*52'55"  W.),  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Zanesville 
VOR  002*  radial,  extending  from  the  6-mlle 
radius  area  to  12  miles  N  of  the  VOR. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  2, 1964. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  28, 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[PR.  Doc.  64-1252;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:45  am.]' 


[  Airspace  Docket  No.  63-EA-52  ] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone;  Designa¬ 
tion  of  Transition  Area,  and  Revo¬ 
cation  of  Control  Area  Extension 

On  October  2,  1963,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  FJR.  10581)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  Findlay,  Ohio,  control 
zone;  revoke  the  Findlay  control  area 
extension,  and  designate  the  Findlay 
transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable.  The  Air  Transport  Associa¬ 
tion  of  America  (ATA) ,  while  concurring 
with  the  actions  proposed,  requested  that 
the  transition  area  be  modified  to  ac¬ 
commodate  proposed  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  and  transition  procedures  now 


being  considered  for  Lake  Central  Air¬ 
lines’  use  at  Findlay.  The  FAA  has  de¬ 
termined  that  the  transition  area,  as 
proposed,  will  be  sufficient  to  contain  the 
proposed  procedures. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  and  for 
the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  1 71.171  (29  F.R.  1101),  the  Find¬ 
lay,  Ohio,  control  zone  is  amended  to 
read: 

Findlay,  Ohio. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  Findlay  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  41  *00' 56"  N.,  longitude  83*- 
40' 15''  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Findlay  VOR  046s  radial,  extending  from  the 

5- mlle  radius  zone  to  the  VOR;  and  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Findlay  RBN  178* 
bearing,  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius 
zone  to  8  miles  S  of  the  RBN;  excluding  the 
portion  within  a  1-mile  radius  of  the  Lutz 
Airport  (latitude  40*57'40"  N..  longitude 
83*35'45"  W.). 

2.  Section  71.181  (29  F.R.  1160)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  transi¬ 
tion  area: 

Findlay,  Ohio. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from.  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mlle  radius 
of  the  Findlay  Airport  (latitude  41*00'55" 
N.,  longitude  83*40'15"  W.);  within  5  miles 
W  and  8  miles  E  of  the  Findlay  RBN  178* 
bearing,  extending  from  the  RBN  to  12  miles 
S  of  the  RBN;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Findlay  VOR  226*  radial,  extending  from  the 

6- mlle  radius  area  to  8  miles  SW  of  the  VOR; 
and  that  airspace  extending  upward  from 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a 
line  extending  from  latitude  40*51'00"  N., 
longitude  84*00'00"  W.;  to  latitude  41*18'00" 
N..  longitude  84*07'00"  W.;  to  latitude  41*- 
ll'OO"  N.f  longitude  88*19'00"  W.;  to  lati¬ 
tude  40*50'00"  N.,  longitude  83*30'00"  W.;  to 
the  point  of  beginning. 

3.  In  §  71.165  (29  FJR.  1073) ,  the  Find¬ 
lay,  Ohio,  control  area  extension  is  re¬ 
voked. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  ejs.t.,  April  2,  1964. 

(See.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  UJ3.C.  1848) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  28,  1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1258;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:46  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-PC-14J 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone,  Revoca¬ 
tion  of  Control  Area  Extension,  and 
Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  October  1,  1963,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  FJR.  10542)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  Kahului,  Hawaii,  con¬ 
trol  zone,  revoke  the  Kahului  control 
area  extension,  and  designate  the  Ka¬ 
hului  transition  area 
Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  mak¬ 
ing  through  submission  of  comments. 
Due  consideration  was  given  to  all  rele¬ 
vant  matter  presented. 
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Comments  were  received  from  the 
Aircraft  Owners  and  Pilots  Association 
( AOPA) .  The  AOPA  concurred  with  the 
proposal;  however,  they  suggested  that 
the  control  zone  extension  based  on  the 
north  course  of  the  Maui  radio  range 
be  terminated  12  miles  from  the  airport 
in  lieu  of  the  radio  range. 

With  regard  to  the  comment  received 
from  AOPA,  the  FAA  has  determined 
that  the  control  zone  extension  based 
on  the  Maui  radio  range  north  course 
could  be  shortened  from  the  radio  range 
to  3  miles  north  of  the  radio  range  with¬ 
out  adversely  affecting  the  prescribed 
instrument  approach  procedures  to  the 
Kahului  Airport.  This  would  result  in 
the  extension  terminating  14%  miles 
from  the  airport.  Such  action  is  taken 
herein. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published  and  for 
reasons  stated  herein  and  in  the  notice, 
the  following  actions  are  taken : 

1.  In  S  71.171  (29  P.R.  1101)  the 
Kahului,  Hawaii,  control  zone  is 
amended  to  read : 

Kahului,  Hawaii.  » 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Kahului  Airport 
(latitude  20°54'00"  N.t  longitude  156°26'00" 
W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Maul, 
Hawaii,  RR  N  course,  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  3  miles  N  of  the  RR; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Maui  VOR 
038*  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  12  miles  NS  of  the  VOR.  and  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  extended  centerline 
of  runway  2,  extending  from  the  5 -mile 
radius  zone  to  10  miles  SW  of  the  SW  end  of 
runway  2. 

2.  Section  71.165  (29  P.R.  1073)  is 
amended  by  revoking  the  Kahului, 
Hawaii,  control  area  extension. 

3.  Section  71.181  (29  P.R.  1160)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following: 

Kahului,  Hawaii. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  bounded  on  the  SW 
by  a  line  2  miles  SW  of  and  parallel  to  the 
Maui  VOR  331*  radial,  on  the  N  by  a  7-mile 
radius  circle  centered  on  the  Kahului  Airport 
(latitude  20*54'00"  N.,  longitude  156*26'00" 
W.),  on  the  SE  by  a  line  2  miles  SE  of  and 
parallel  to  the  Maui  VOR  061*  radial,  and 
on  the  S  by  the  arc  of  a  5-mile  radius  circle 
.centered  on  the  Kahului  Airport;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  a  30-mile  radius 
of  Kahului  Airport,  extending  clockwise  from 
V-6  NW  of  Kahului  to  V-6  NS  of  Kahului,  and 
that  airspace  E  of  Kahului  bounded  on  the 
N  by  a  line  8  miles  N  of  and  parallel  to  the 
Maul  VOR  080*  radial  on  the  S  by  V-6,  ex¬ 
pending  from  the  30-mile  radius  area  to  45 
miles  E  of  the  VOR. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  30,  1964. 

(Secs.  307(a),  and  1110,  72  Stat.  749  and 
800;  49  U.S.C.  1348  and  1510,  and  Executive 
Order  10854,  24  F.R.  9565) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  28, 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1254;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:46  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-SW-75] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  (NEW! 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

On  October  31,  1963,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  F.R.  11637)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  San  Antonio,  Tex. 
(Stinson  Field) ,  control  zone. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  having  been  published  and  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  follow¬ 
ing  action  is  taken: 

In  §71.171  (29  F.R.  1101)  the  San 
Antonio,  Tex.  (Stinson  Field),  control 
zone  is  amended  to  read: 

San  Antonio,  Tex.  ( Stinson  Field ) . 

Within  a  3-mile  radius  of  Stinson  Field 
(latitude  29“20'15"  N.,  longitude  98°28'20" 
W.),  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Stinson  VOR  346*  radial,  extending  from  the 
3-mile  radius  zone  to  the  VOR,  excluding  the 
portion  within-  the  Kelly  AFB  control  zone. 
This  control  zone  is  effective  from  0700  to 
2300  hours,  local  time,  daUy. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
0001  e.s.t.,  April  2, 1964. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  28, 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-1255;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:46  am.] 


[Airs pace  Docket  No.  63-WE-45] 

part  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW! 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Desig¬ 
nation  of  Transition  Area 

On  October  25,  1963,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  FJR,.  11457)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to. alter  the  Walla  Walla,  Wash., 
control  zone  and  designate  the  Walla 
Walla  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  -  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published  and  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  follow¬ 
ing  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  §  71.171  (29F.R.  1101),  the  Walla 
Walla,  Wash.,  control  zone  is  amended 
to  read: 

Walla  Walla,  Wash. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Walla  Walla 
City-County  Airport  (latitude  46°05'35"  N., 
longitude  118*17'20"  WJ,  and  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Walla  Walla  VOR  216* 
radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  8  miles  SW  of  the  VOR. 


2.  Section  71.181  (29  PH.  1160)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following: 

Walla  Walla,  Wash. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Walla  Walla  VOR  355°  radial 
extending  from  the  arc  of  a  5-mile  radius  cir¬ 
cle  centered  on  the  Walla  Walla  City-Countv 
Airport  (latitude  46*05'86"  N.,  longitude 
118*17'20"  W.)  to  8  miles  N  of  the  VOR 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Walla  Walla 
RBN  015*  bearing,  extending  from  the  arc 
of  a  5-mile  radius  circle  centered  on  the 
Walla  Walla  Airport  to  8  miles  N  of  the  RBN 
and  within  2  mUes  NW  and  5  miles  SE  of  the 
Walla  Walla  VOR  040°  radial,  extending  from 
the  arc  of  a  5-mile  radius  circle  centered 
on  the  Walla  Walla  Airport  to  12  miles  NE 
of  the  VOR;  and  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
within  5  miles  SE  and  12  miles  NW  of  the 
Walla  Walla  VOR  023°  and  203°  radials,  ex¬ 
tending  from  14  miles  SW  to  28  miles  NE 
of  the  VOR,  and  within  6  miles  SE  and  9 
miles  NW  of  the  Pendleton,  Oreg.,  VOR  025° 
radial,  extending  from  33  miles  NE  to  61 
miles  NE  of  the  VOR,  excluding  the  portion 
within  the  Pendleton  transition  area. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  2,  1964. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  28, 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-1256;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-SW-60] 

PART  71— designation  of  federal 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 
Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  September  13,  1963,  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (28  F.R.  9954)  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
proposed  to  designate  a  transition  area 
at  Stillwater,  Okla. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  having  been  published  and  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  §  71.181  (29 
Fit.  1160)  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following: 

Stillwater,  Okla. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  Searcy  Field,  Stillwater,  Okla.  (latitude 
36°09'30"  N.,  longitude  97*05'05"  W.),  and 
within  5  miles  E  and  8  miles  W  of  the  359’ 
bearing  from  the  airport,  extending  from 
the  airport  to  12  miles  N. 

This  amendment  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  2,  1964. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  72  Stat.  749;  49  UJ3.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  28, 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 
Acting  Chief. 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1257;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Saturday ,  February  8,  1964 

Chopter  111 — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  C — AIRCRAFT  REGULATIONS 
[Reg.  Docket  No.  2070;  Arndt.  683] 

PART  507— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Champion  Model  7  Series  Aircraft 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  507  of  the 
regulations  of  the  Administrator  to  in¬ 
clude  an  airworthiness  directive  requir¬ 
ing  that  the  spring  loaded  air  door  be 
made  inoperative  on  Champion  Model  7 
Series  aircraft  was  published  in  28  F.R. . 
12629. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
pairing  of  the  amendment.  No  objec¬ 
tions  were  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  RR.  6489) , 

8  507.10(a)  of  Part  507  (14  CFR  Part 
507),  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive; 

Champion.  Applies  to  all  Models  7GCB, 
7GCBA,  7KC  and  all  Models  7GC,  7GCA 
and  7HC  Series  aircraft  using  the  4-1099 
alrscoop  box  with  elliptical  Pram  air 
filter. 

Compliance  required  within  SO  hours’  time 
in  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD 
unless  already  accomplished. 

As  a  result  of  several  cases  of  engine  power 
loss  due  to  the  carburetor  alternate  air  door 
being  sucked  Into  the  engine,  make  the 
spring  loaded  alternate  air  door  inoperative 
by  one  of  the  following : 

(1)  Locking  the  door  in  the  closed  position 
by  installing  a  0.040  x  %  x  4%  5052-H34 
aluminum  strap  or  equivalent  across  the  door 
and  attach  with  two  AN  616-8-6  screws  and 
AN  365-832  nuts;  or 

(2)  Removing  the  entire  door  assembly 
and  covering  the  opening  with  a  0.040  x  4  x 
4  5052-H34  aluminum  patch  or  equivalent. 
Attach  the  patch  with  eight  AN  470AD3-4 
rivets  evenly  spaced. 

(Champion  Service  Letter  No.  59  covers 
the  same  subject.) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  March  9, 1964. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603;  72  Stat.  762,  778, 
778;  49  U.S.C.  1364(a),  1421,  1423) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  31, 1964. 

O.  S.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

1F.R.  Doc.  64-1247;  filed,  Peb.  7.  1964; 

8:45  am.] 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  2077;  Amdt.  682] 

PART  507— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Macchi  Models  AL.60  and  AL.60B  ' 
Aircraft 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  507  of -the 
Regulations  of  the  Administrator  to  in¬ 
clude  an  airworthiness  directive  requir¬ 
ing  inspection  and,  if  necessary,  replace¬ 
ment  of  the  fuel  selector  valve  on  Macchi 
AIj-6®  and  AL.60B  aircraft  was 
Published  in  28  FJt.  12629. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
sn  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak- 
iPS  of  the  amendment.  No  objections 
were  received. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FJt.  6489) , 
f  507.10(a)  of  Part  507  (14  CFR  Part 
507),  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Macchi.  Applies  to  aircraft  Model  AL.60 
Serial  Numbers  6/6148,  7/6149,  8/6150, 
9/6154,  10/6166,  11/6156,  13/6168,  14/ 
6159,  and  Model  AL.60B  aircraft  Serial 
Numbers  6/6147,  16/6161,  17/6162,  18/ 
6168,  19/6164,  20/6165,  21/6166,  24/6169, 
'  25/6170,  31/6211,  82/6212,  33/6213,  34/ 

6214,  39/6219,  40/6220,  41/6221,  50/6230. 
Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

Fuel  selector  valves  in  service  have  been 
found  with  defective  internal  "O”  rings  and 
a  spring  of  insufficient  strength.  This  has 
resulted  In  internal  leaks  through  the  fuel 
selector  valve  when  in  the  closed  position. 

(a)  In  order  to  determine  whether  an  in¬ 
ternal  leak  exists  in  the  fuel  selector  valve 
make  the  following  inspection  within  the 
next  10  hours’  time  In  service  after  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  AD. 

(1)  Operate  the  engine  at  maximum  r.p.m. 
on  ground. 

(2)  Set  the  fuel  selector  valve  to  the  off 
position. 

(3)  If  the  engine  does  not  stop  within  16 
seconds  the  fuel  selector  valve  is  defective 
and  must  be  replaced,  before  further  flight, 
with  a  modified  fuel  selector  valve  designated 
as  67106-1. 

(Macchi  Service  Bulletin  No.  7  dated  Au¬ 
gust  23,  1963,  covers  the  same  subject.) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 

March  9, 1964. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603;  72  Stat.  752,  776,  776; 
49  US.C.  1364(a),  1421, 1423) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  31, 1964. 

G.  S.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-1248;  Piled,  Peb.  7,  1964; 
8:46  am.] 


-Title  19-CUSTOMS  DUTIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Customs, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

[TJD.  56106] 

PART  24 — CUSTOMS  FINANCIAL  AND 
ACCOUNTING  PROCEDURE 

Request  and  Accounting  for  Overtime 
Services 

Under  the  present  regulations,  when¬ 
ever  a  customs  employee  performing  re¬ 
imbursable  customs  overtime  services 
obtains  a  cash  deposit  as  security  for 
the  payment  of  overtime  services  from 
the  party-in-interest,  it  is  necessary  to 
prepare  a  receipt  on  customs  Form 
5111-A  or  B,  as  well  as  a  customs  Form 
3853,  Request  for  Overtime  Services  of 
Customs  Officers  and  Employees.  The 
customs  regulations  are  amended  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  use  of  customs  Form  5111-A 
or  B  for  the  request  for  overtime  services 
as  well  as  the  receipt  for  the  cash  deposit 
thereby  eliminating  the  need  for  customs 
Form  3853  in  such  cases. 

Section  24.16(c)(2)  is  amended  -by 
adding  the  following  at  the  end  of  the 
subparagraph: 


24vl6  Overtime  services;  overtime 
compensation ;  rate  of  compensation. 


(2)  *  *  *  Where  the  security  is  a 
cadi  deposit,  the  receipt  on  customs 
Form  5111-A  or  B  may  be  properly  in¬ 
scribed  to  make  it  serve  as  a  combined 
receipt  for  cash  deposit  in  lieu  of  bond 
and  request  for  overtime  services,  in  lieu 
of  filing  a  request  for  overtime  services 
on  customs  Form  3853.  The  inscription 
shall  read  as  follows: 

REQUEST  FOR  OVERTIME  SERVICES 

Permit  No.  _ _ 

I  hereby  request  overtime  services  on 
_ _  19—,  at _ in  connection 

pJD. 

with  the  entry  of  my  aircraft  (vessel) . 


(Pilot,  Owner,  or  Person 
in  Charge) 


(R.S.  161,  as  amended,  261,  sees.  450,  461,  452, 
624,  46  Stat.  715,  aa  amended,  769;  6  U.S.C. 
22,  19  U.S.C.  66.  1450,  1451, 1452,  1624) 

[seal]  Lester  D.  Johnson, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  January  30, 1964. 

James  A.  Reed, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-1271;  PUed,  Peb.  7,  1964; 
8:48  am.] 

Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug 'Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  8-^FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  C — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Animal  Feed  or  Animal-Feed 
Supplements 

Antibiotics  for  Growth  Promotion  and 
Feed  Efficiency 

.  The  Commisioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  submitted  In  a 
petition  (FAP  1141)  filed  by  Merck 
Chemical  Division,  Merck  and  Company, 
Inc.,  Rahway,  New  Jersey,  and  other  rele¬ 
vant  data,  has  concluded  that  Che  food 
additive  regulations  (21  CFR  121.225) 
should  be  amended  to  provide  the  con¬ 
ditions  under  which  penicillin  may  be 
safely  used  in  swine  feed.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(0(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(0 
(1) ) ,  and  under  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (25  F.R. 
8625) ,  9  121.225  is  amended  by  adding  to 
paragraph  (a)(3)  the  new  subdivision 
(viii)  as  follows: 

§  121.225  Antibiotics  for  growth  promo¬ 
tion  and  feed  efficiency. 

•  •  •  *•-  * 

(a)  Procaine  penicillin.  •  *  * 

(3)  *  •  • 

(viii)  In  the  feed  of  swine  in  an 
amount  not  less  than  IQ  grams  of  peni- 
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cillin  nor  more  than  50  grams  of  peni¬ 
cillin  per  ton  of  finished  feed. 

*  *  #  *  • 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  j)30  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  written  objections 
thereto.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  affected 
by  the  order  and  specify  with  particu¬ 
larity  the  provisions  of  the  order  deemed 
objectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the 
objections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if 
the  objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought.  Objections  may  be  accompanied 
by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in  support 
thereof.  All  documents  shall  be  filed  in 
quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  UJ3.C.  348 
(c)(1)) 

Dated;  February  3,  1964. 

Winton  B.  Rankin, 
Assistant  Commissioner 
v  for  Planning. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1266;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:47  am.] 


SUBCHAPTER  D — HAZARDOUS  SUBSTANCES 

PART  191 — H  AZARDOUS  SUB¬ 
STANCES:  DEFINITIONS  AND  PRO¬ 
CEDURAL  AND  INTERPRETATIVE 
REGULATIONS 

Exemptions  From  Labeling 
Requirements 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Hazardous  Substances  Labeling  Act 
(sec.  3(c),  74  Stat.  374;  15  UB.C.  1262) 
and  under  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  and  delegated  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  2.90; 
29  PE.  471),  the  regulations  for  the 
enforcement  of  this  act  are  amended  by 
changing  §  191.63(a)  (8),  (9)  (introduc¬ 
tion  to  ‘subparagraph) ,  (11)  (introduc¬ 
tion  to  subparagraph),  and  (13)  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  exempting  certain  household 
products  containing  turpentine,  toluene, 
and  xylene  from  the  labeling  require¬ 
ments  of  section  3(b)  of  the  act  and 
8  191.7(b)  (3)  of  the  regulations  there¬ 
under: 

§  191.63  Exemption  for  small  packages, 
minor  hazards,  and  special  circum¬ 
stances. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(a)  •  •  * 

(8)  Containers  of  paste  shoe  waxes, 
paste  auto  waxes,  and  paste  furniture 
and  floor  waxes  containing  toluene  (also 
known  as  toluol),  xylene  (also  known 
as  xylol),  petroleum  distillates  and/or 


turpentine  in  the  concentrations  de¬ 
scribed  in  8 191.7(a)  (4)  and  (6)  are 
exempt  from  the  labeling  requirements 
of  8  191.7 (b).  (3)  (ii)  and  (5)  if  the  vis¬ 
cosity  of  such  products  is  sufficiently 
high  that  they  will  not  flow  from  their 
opened  containers  when  inverted  for  5 
minutes  at  a  temperature  of  80°  Fahren¬ 
heit. 

(9)  Felt-tip  ink-marking  devices  are 
exempt  from  the  labeling  requirements 
of  section  2(p)  (1)  of  the  act  and  8  191.7 
(b)  (3)  (ii)  of  these  regulations  insofar 
as  such  requirements  would  be  necessary 
because  the  ink  contained  therein  is  a 
toxic  substance  as  defined  in  8  191.1(f) 
(1);  and/or  because  the  ink  contains 
10  percent  or  more  of  toluene  (also 
known  as  toluol) ,  xylene  (also  known  as 
xylol),  or  petroleum  distillates  as  de¬ 
fined  in  8  191.7(a)  (4) :  Provided,  That: 

***** 

(11)  Packages  containing  polishing  or 
cleaning  products  which  consist  of  a  car¬ 
rier  of  solid  particulate  or  fibrous  com¬ 
position  and  which  contain  toluene 
(also  known  as  toluol),  xylene  (also 
known  as  xylol) ,  or  petroleum  distillates 
in  the  concentrations  described  in  8  191.7 
(a)  (4)  are  exempt  from  the  labeling  re¬ 
quirements  of  8  191.7(b)  (3)  (ii),  pro¬ 
vided  that  such  toluene,  xylene,  or  petro¬ 
leum  distillate  is  fully  absorbed  by  the 
solid,  semisolid,  or  fibrous  carrier  and 
cannot  be  expressed  therefrom  with  any 
reasonably  foreseeable  conditions  of 
manipulation. 

*  •  •  9  * 

(13)  Containers  of  liquid  and  semi¬ 
solid  substances  such  as  viscous-type 
paints,  varnishes,  lacquers,  roof  coat¬ 
ings,  rubber-vulcanizing  preparations, 
floor-covering  adhesives,  glazing  com-, 
pounds,  and  other  viscous  products  con¬ 
taining  toluene  (also  known  as  toluol), 
xylene  (also  known  as  xylol),  or  petro¬ 
leum  distillates  in  concentrations  de¬ 
scribed  in  8  191.7(a)  (4)  are  exempt  from 
the  labeling  requirements  of  8  191.7(b) 
(3)  (ii)  insofar  as  that  paragraph  applies 
to  such  toluene,  xylene,  or  petroleum  dis¬ 
tillates;  Provided,  That  the  viscosity  of 
the  substance,  or  of  any  liquid  that  may 
separate  or  be  present  in  the  container, 
is  not  less  than  150  Saybolt  Universal 
.Seconds  at  100°  F. 

Notice  and  public  procedure  and  de¬ 
layed  effective  date  are  not  necessary  in 
this  instance,  since  the  amendments  re¬ 
lax  certain  requirements,  and  the  Com¬ 
missioner  finds  that  it  is  not  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  the  public  health 
and  safety  to  require  the  special  label 
statements  listed  in  8  191.7(b)  (3)  (ii) 
and  (5)  for  the  products  involved. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  3(c),  74  Stat.  374;  IS  UJ9.C.  1262) 
Dated:  January  31, 1964. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(FJl.  Doc.  64-1266;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:47  un.] 


Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  I — Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense 

SUBCHAFTER  D— SECURITY 

PART  155— INDUSTRIAL  PERSONNEL 
ACCESS  AUTHORIZATION  REVIEW 
REGULATION 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Part  155  has  been  amended  as  follows: 
E.O.  10909  has  been  added  to  the  “Au¬ 
thority:”;  8  155.1-6 (a)  has  been  revised; 
and  8 155.4  has  been  revised  by  (l) 
amendment  to  8  155.4-1,  (2)  the  addition 
of  a  new  8  155.4-10,  and  (3)  the  renum¬ 
bering  of  present  8  155.4-10  to  §  155.4-11. 
The  revised  portions  of  Part  155  now 
read  as  follows: 

Authority  :  The  provisions  .  of  this  Part 
155  issued  under  RJ9.  161,  sec.  202,  61  Stat. 
500,  as  amended;  5  U.S.C.  22, 171a.  E.O.  10501 
Nov.  5,  1963,  18  F.R.  7049;  3  CFR  (1953 
Supp.)  115;  E.O.  10865,  Feb.  20,  1960,  25 
FJt.  1583,  as  amended  by  E.O.  10909,  Jan.  17, 
1961,  26  F-B.  508. 

§155.1—6  Scope  of  program.  . 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (4)  of  this  paragraph  the  pro¬ 
cedures  established  in  this  Part  155  shall 
be  applicable  to  cases  in  which  the  appli¬ 
cant  is  eligible  under  the  Armed  Forces 
Industrial  Security  Regulation  for  con¬ 
sideration  as  to  the  granting  or  con¬ 
tinuing  of  an  accejs  authorization  and 
in  addition  thereto: 

(1)  A  Department  of  Defense  agency 
or  activity  has  recommended  that  an 
access  authorization  of  a  contractor  or 
contractor  employee  be  denied  or  re¬ 
voked; 

(2)  A  Department  of  Defense  agency 
or  activity  has  denied  or  withdrawn  a 
temporary  access  authorization  from  an 
Individual,  other  than  a  foreign  national, 
who  falls  within  such  categories  as  may 
be  established  under  this  subparagraph; 

(3)  A  Department  of  Defense  agency 
or  activity  has  recommended  that  an  ac¬ 
cess  authorization  of  a  contractor  em¬ 
ployee  be  suspended  for  a  period  of  one 
year  where  there  has  been  a  serious  and 
willful  violation  of  security  regulations; 
or 

(4)  Action  is  requested  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense,  or  the  Secretary  of  any 
military  department  or  the  Administra¬ 
tor  concerned. 

***** 

§  155.4—1  Emergency  action. 

Department  of  Defense  activities  or 
agencies  may  not  make  a  final  deter¬ 
mination  denying  or  revoking  an  author¬ 
ization  for  access.  In  exceptional  cases 
the  Secretary,  Under  Secretary,  or  an 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  military  de¬ 
partment  concerned  may  suspend  an 
authorization  previously  granted  to  an 
individual  (but  not  to  a  facility)  when, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  authorized  official, 
the  individual’s  continued  access  to 
classified  information,  pending  action  by 
the  Screening  Board,  would  constitute  an 
immediate  threat  to  the  national  interest. 
In  those  cases  where  there  is  significant 
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his  access  authorization  pending  a  final 
determination. 

(b)  Where  the  applicant  within  fif¬ 
teen  days  does  not  give  notice  of  intent  to 
contest  the  suspension  provided  by  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  the  Director 
shall  order  that  suspension  into  effect. 
Where  applicant  contests  that  suspen¬ 
sion,  it  shall  not  be  ordered  into  effect 
until  a  final  determination  has  been 
reached,  which  determination  shall  be 
made  by  the  Boards  and  pursuant  to 
the  procedures  provided  for  by  this  part 
in  so  far  as  applicable,  this  determina¬ 
tion  to  proceed  simultaneously  with  the 
consideration  of  any  other  issues  out¬ 
standing  against  the  applicant  under  the 
provisions  of  this  part. 

(c)  Subject  to  §§  155.4-5  (a)  (7)  and 
155.4-7(d),  including  reasonable  notice 
and  opportunity  to  be  heard,  the  Field 
Board  may  recommend  or  the  Central 
Board  may  determine  that  the  applicant’s 
access  authorization  be  granted  or  con¬ 
tinued  in  effect,  that  it  be  suspended 


for  a  period  of  one  year,  or  that  it  be 
finally  denied,  revoked,  or  limited,  ir¬ 
respective  of  any  recommendation  or 
determination  made  by  a  preceding 
Board  or  Boards.  Determinations  un¬ 
der  this  section  that  the  applicant’s  ac¬ 
cess  authorization  should  be  suspended 
for  a  period  of  one  year  shall  be  an¬ 
nounced  by  the  Director. 

<d)  Upon  expiration  of  the  one  year 
suspension,  the  applicant  must  reapply 
for  reinstatement  of  his  access  author¬ 
ization  and  complete  the  necessary  forms 
for  this  purpose. 

§  155.4—11  Authority  of  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  and  the  Administrators, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  and  Na¬ 
tional  Aeronautics  and  Space  Admin¬ 
istration. 


evidence  of  espionage,  emergency  sus¬ 
pension  action  may  be  taken  by  an  au¬ 
thorized,  qualified  subordinate. 

§  155.4—10  One  year  suspension  to  pro¬ 
tect  classified  defense  information. 

(a)  In  any  case  involving  a  serious 
and  willful  violation  of  security  regu¬ 
lations,  the  Screening  Board,  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  whether  its  determination  under 
§  155.4-3  (d)  or  (e) ,  is  to  grant,  continue, 
deny,  revoke,  or  limit  access  authoriza¬ 
tion,  may  determine  that  any  access 
authorization  previously  granted  to  the 
applicant  should  be  suspended  for  a 
period  of  one  year,  upon  a  finding  that 
under  all  the  circumstances  in  the  case, 
in  order  to  protect  classified  defense  in¬ 
formation,  such  a  suspension  is  war¬ 
ranted,  and  if  it  so  finds  it  shall  set  out 
in  writing  its  reasons  therefor.  The 
Director  shall  forward  these  reasons  and 
a  copy  of  this  Part  155  to  the  applicant 
and  shall  inform  him  of  the  status  of 


Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Administrative  Secretary. 

Doc.  64-1246;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:46  aon.] 


Sat 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN 
COMMISSION 

[  18  CFR  Ch.  HI  1 
PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 
Notice  of  Public  Hearing 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  of  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  to  be  held  by  the  Delaware  River 
Basin  Commission  on  February  21,  1964. 
The  subject  of  the  hearing  will  be  pro¬ 
posed  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
relating  to  the  admission  of  projects  into 
the  Commission's  Comprehensive  Plan 
and  annual  Water  Resources  Program, 
and  to  the  administration  of  section  3.8 
of  the  Delaware  River  Basin  Compact. 

The  public  hearing  will  be  held  in  the 
Assembly  Chamber  of  the  New  Jersey 
Legislature  in  the  State  House  on  West 
State  Street  in  Trenton.  The  hearing 
will  begin  at  10:30  ajn. 

The  draft  of  proposed  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  on  which  the  public  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  held  was  released  to  the  public 
on  February  4,  1964.  Copies  may  be 
examined  at  the  Commission’s  offices  and 
will  be  mailed  to  interested  parties  upon 
request. 

•  The  Commission  will  receive  written 
comments  on  the  proposed  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  at  the  public  hearing 
or  prim1  thereto.  Persons  or  organiza¬ 
tions  wishing  to  testify  at  the  public 
hearing  are  requested  to  register  in  ad¬ 
vance  with  the  Secretary  to  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

W.  Brin  ton  Whitall, 
Secretary. 

February  4, 1964. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-1235;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

9:02  ajn.J 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  [New]  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-WE-63] 

CONTROL  ZONE 

.  Notice  of  Withdrawal  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making 

In  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  as  Air¬ 
space  Docket  No.  62-WE-63  on  March 
22, 1963  (28  F.R.  2861) ,  it  was  stated  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  (FAA)  pro¬ 
posed  to  designate  a  part-time  control 
zone  at  Visalia,  Calif. 

Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  the 
notice,  it  has  been  determined  that  due 
to  lease  problems  associated  with  the 
proposed  location  of  the  Visalia  VOR,  the 
commissioning  date  has  been  delayed  for 
an  indefinite  period.  Accordingly,  the 
notice  is  being  withdrawn,  and  a  new 
proposal  will  be  issued  at  an  appropriate 
time  in  the  future. 
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In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  proposal 
contained  in  Airspace  Docket  No.  62- 
WE-63  is  withdrawn. 

(Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  Act  of  1668,  72  Stat.  749;  49  UJ3.C. 
1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  28, 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1260;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:46  ajn.] 


[14  CFR  Part  71  [New]  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-LAX-l] 

CONTROL  ZONES,  CONTROL  AREA 
EXTENSIONS  AND  TRANSITION 

AREA 

Proposed  Alteration,  Revocation  and 
Designation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  (FAA)  is  considering 
amendments  to  Part  71  [New]  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  which  is  stated  below. 

The  following  controlled  airspace  is 
presently  designated  in  the  greater 
Tucson,  Ariz.,  terminal  area: 

1.  The  Tucson  (Davis-Monthan  AFB) 
control  zone  is  designated  within  a  5- 
mile  radius  of  Davis-Monthan  AFB,  and 
within  a  1-mile  radius  of  Downtown 
Tucson  Airport,  excluding  the  portion 
southwest  of  a  line  extending  from  lati¬ 
tude  32°11'16"  N.,  longitude  110°57'58" 
W.,  to  latitude  32°05'45"  N.,  longitude 
110°51'40"  W. 

2.  The  Tucson  (Tucson  Municipal) 
control  zone  is  designated  within  a  5- 
mile  radius  of  Tucson  Municipal  Airport, 
excluding  that  portion  northeast  of  a  line 
extending  from  latitude  32°11'16"  N., 
longitude  110°57'58"  W.,  to  latitude 
32°05'45"  N.,  longitude  110°51'40"  W. 

3.  The  Tucson  (A)  control  area  exten¬ 
sion  is  designated  that  airspace  south  of 
Tucson  bounded  on  the  north  by  Victor 
105,  on  the  northeast  by  Victor  66,  and 
on  the  south  and  west  by  Victor  202;  the 
airspace  southwest  of  Tucson  within  a 
30-mile  radius  of  the  Tucson  radio  bea¬ 
con  extending  clockwisS  from  Victor  202 
to  Victor  105;  the  airspace  west  of  Tucson 
within  a  36-mile  radius  of  the  Tucson 
radio  beacon  extending  clockwise  from 
the  256°  True  bearing  from  the  Tucson 
radio  beacon  to  Victor  105;  and  the  air¬ 
space  northwest  of  Tucson  bounded  on 
the  northwest  by  Victor  66  and  on  the 
southland  west  by  V-105. 

4.  The  Tucson  (B)  control  area  exten¬ 
sion  is  designated  as  that  airspace  north¬ 
east  of  Tucson  bounded  on  the  north  by 
Victor  94,  on  the  southeast  by  Victor 
202  and  on  the  south  and  southwest  by 
Victor  16. 


5.  The  Mescal,  Ariz.,  transition  area 
is  designated  as  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  sur¬ 
face  within  12  miles  northeast  and  8 
miles  southwest  of  the  Tucson,  Ariz., 
VORTAC  121°  True  radial,  extending 
from  18  miles  southeast  to  50  miles  south¬ 
east  of  the  VORTAC,  excluding  the  por¬ 
tion  within  R-2303. 

The  FAA,  having  completed  a  compre¬ 
hensive  review  of  the  terminal  airspace 
structure  requirements  in  the  greater 
Tucson  area,  including  studies  attendant 
to  the  implementation  of  the  provisions 
of  CAR  Amendments  60-21/60-29,  has 
under  consideration  the  following  air¬ 
space  actions: 

1.  Alter  the  Tucson  (Davis-Monthan 
AFB)  control  zone  by  redesignating  it  as 
that  airspace  within  a  5-mile  radius  of 
Davis-Monthan  AFB  (latitude  32°10'00” 
N.,  longitude  110°53'00"  W.),  excluding 
the  portion  subtended  by  a  chord  drawn 
between  the  points  of  intersection  of  the 
Davis-Monthan.  5-mile  radius  zone  and 
the  Tucson  International  5-mile  radius 
zone,  and  within  2  miles  southwest  and 
2.5  miles  northeast  of  the  Davis-Monthan 
ILS  localizer  southeast  course,  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  OM. 

2.  Alter  the  Tucson  (Tucson  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport)  control  zone  by  redesig¬ 
nating  it  as  that  airspace  within  a  5- 
mile  radius  of  Tucson  International  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  32°07'05"  N.,  longitude 
110°56'35"  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Tucson  VORTAC  273°  True  radial, 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone 
to  14  miles  west  of  the  VORTAC,  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  extended 
centerline  of  runway  12L,  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  5  miles 
southeast  of  the  lift-off  end  of  runway 
12L,  excluding  the  portion  subtended  by 
a  chord  drawn  between  the  points  of 
intersection  of  the  Tucson  International 
5-mile  radius  zone  with  the  Davis-Mon¬ 
than  AFB  5-mile  radius  zone. 

3.  Revoke  the  Tucson  (A)  and  (B) 
control  area  extensions  and  the  Mescal, 
Ariz.,  transition  area  and  designate  the 
Tucson  transition  area  as  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  700  feet  above 
the  surface  within  a  10-mile  radius  of 
Tucson  International  Airport  (latitude 
32°07'05"  N.,  longitude  110°56'35"  W.); 
within  3  miles  northeast  and  13  miles 
southwest  of  the  Tucson  VORTAC  138° 
True  radial,  extending  from  the  10-mile 
radius  area  to  9  miles  southeast  of  the 
VORTAC,  and  within  9  miles  southwest 
and  1  mile  northeast  of  the  Tucson  VOR¬ 
TAC  318°  True  radial,  extending  from 
the  10-mile  radius  area  to  22  miles  north¬ 
west  of  the  VORTAC;  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  1,200  feet  above 
the  surface  bounded  by  a  line  beginning 
at 

Latitude  32°33'00”  N.,  longitude  111045’- 
00”  W.;  to  latitude  32°33'00”  N.,  longitude 
110,52'00”  W.;  to  latitude  32#35'00”  N., 
longitude  110°52'00”  W.;  to  latitude  32°23'- 
00”  N.,  longitude  1 10 * OO'OO”  W.;  to  latitude 
31°39'00”  N.,  110°00'00”  W.;  to  latitude  31  - 
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qq'OO"  N.,  longitude  lll’OO'OO"  W.;  to  lati¬ 
tude  32°00'00"  N.,  longitude  111°46'00"  W.; 
to  point  of  beginning,  excluding  the  portion 
within  R-2303.  The  floors  of  the  airways 
that  traverse  the  transition  area  would  auto¬ 
matically  coincide  with  the  floor  of  the 
transition  area. 

The  actions  proposed  herein  would, 
in  part,  increase  the  size  of  the  Tucson 
International  and  Davis-Monthan  AFB 
control  zones  by  the  addition  of  control 
zone  extensions  west  and  southeast  of 
Davis-Monthan  and  southeast  of  Tucson 
International.  These  extensions  would 
provide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
prescribed  instrument  approach,  depar¬ 
ture  and  radar  vectoring  procedures  at 
Davis-Monthan  and  Tucson  Interna¬ 
tional  Airports. 

The  portion  of  the  proposed  Tucson 
transition  area  with  a  floor  of  700  feet 
above  the  surface  would  provide  protec¬ 
tion  for  aircraft  executing  prescribed  in¬ 
strument  approach,  departure  and  radar 
vectoring  procedures  conducted  beyond 
the  limits  of  the  proposed  Tucson  Inter¬ 
national  and  Davis-Monthan  AFB  con¬ 
trol  zones  and  below  the  floor  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  1,2 00 -foot  floor  area.  Th£  floor 
of  controlled  airspace  beyond  the  pro¬ 
posed  700-foot  floor  area  would  be  raised 
from  700  to  1,200  feet  above  the  surr 
face  in  the  major  portion  of  the  area 
proposed  for  designation  as  transition 
area. 

The  controlled  airspace  released  would 
become  available  for  other  aeronautical 
purposes.  The  portions  of  controlled 
airspace  retained  together  with  the  ad¬ 
ditional  portions  proposed  for  designa¬ 
tion  herein  would  provide  protection  for 
aircraft  executing  prescribed  holding, 
approach,  missed  approach,  radar  and 
departure  procedures  within  the  Greater 
Tucson  terminal  area. 

Certain  minor  revisions  to  prescribed 
instrument  procedures  would  accom¬ 
pany  the  actions  proposed  herein,  but 
operational  complexities  would  not  be 
increased  nor  would  aircraft  perform¬ 
ance  characteristics  or  established  land¬ 
ing  minimums  be  adversely  affected. 

Specific  details  of  the  changes  to  pro¬ 
cedures  and  minimum  instrument  flight 
rules  altitudes  that  would  be  required 
may  be  examined  by  contacting  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Western  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Western  Region  Area  Office,  Post  Office 
Box  45018,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  90045. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Western  Region,  Attn:  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Western  Region  Area  Office, 
Post  Office  Box  45018,  Los  Angeles,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  90045.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  forty-five  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
this  time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Agen¬ 
cy  officials  may  be  made  by  contacting 
the  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Branch,  Western 
Region  Area  Office,  or  the  Chief,  Air¬ 
space  Utilization  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  Any 
data,  views  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel:  Attention  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW. 
Washington,  D.C.  An  informal  docket 
will  also  be  available  for  examination  at 
the  office  of  the  Branch  Chief,  Western 
Region  Area  Office. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  UJ3.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  January 
28, 1964. 

H.  B.Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[PR.  Doc.  64-1261;  Plied,  Feb.’  7,  1964; 

8:46  am.]  m 


[  14  CFR  Part  507  1 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  3091] 

UNIVERSAL  (TEMCO)  MODELS  D-16 
AND  D-16A  AIRCRAFT 

Proposed  Airworthiness  Directives 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  un¬ 
der  consideration  a  proposal  to  amend 
Part  507  of  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  to  include  an  airworthiness 
directive  for  Universal  (Temco)  Models 
D-16  and  D-16A  aircraft.  Several  in¬ 
stances  of  cracks  have  occurred  in  the 
nose  gear  support  braces  and  channel 
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drag  supports.  To  correct  this  unsafe 
condition,  this  AD  requires  inspection 
of  the  nose  gear  support  braces  and 
channel  drag  brace  supports  and  re¬ 
placement  with  new  parts. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the  reg¬ 
ulatory  docket  number  and  be  submitted 
in  duplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Office  of  the  General  Counsel: 
Attention  Rules  Docket,  800  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
20553.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  March  9,  1964,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Administrator  before 
taking  action  upon  the  proposed  rule. 
The  proposals  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received.  All  comments  will  be  avail¬ 
able,  both  before  and  after  the  closing 
date  for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket 
for  examination  by  interested  persons. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a),  601  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(72  Stat.  752,  775,  776;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a) , 
1421,  1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  - 
is  proposed  to  amend  §  507.10(a)  of  Part 
507  (14  CFR  Part  507),  by  adding  the 
following  airworthiness  directive: 

Universal.  Applies  to  all  Temco  Models  D-16 
and  D-16A  aircraft. 

Compliance  required  within  50  hours’  time 
in  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 

As  a  result  of  Instances  of  cracking  of  nose 
gear  support  braces  (Navlon  P/N  146-84161) 
and  channel  drag  brace  supports  (Navlon 
P/N  145-34204)  installed  on  D-16  and  D-16A 
aircraft,  accomplish  the  foUowlng: 

(a)  On  D-16  aircraft,  visually  inspect 
Navlon  P/N  145-34161  for  cracks.  If  cracks- 
are  found,  replace  cracked  part  with  a  new 
part  of  the  same  number.  In  all  cases,  add 
Temoo  P/N  5531A  cap  noee  gear  drag  brace  or 
FAA-approved  equivalent,  and  replace  Navlon 
P/N  145-34204  with  Universal  P/N  TN  5980A 
or  FAA-approved  equivalent.  Perform  this 
rework  in  accordance  with  Temco  Drawing 
TN  5505  or  FAA  approved  equivalent. 

(b)  On  D-16A  aircraft,  replace  Navlon 
P/N  145-34204  with  Universal  P/N  TN  5980A 
or  FAA-approved  equivalent. 

(Universal  Aircraft  Service  Bulletin  No.  14 
covers'  the  same  subject.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  31,  1964. 

G.  S.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-1259;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:46  am.] 
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Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[TJD.  Order  167-58;  CGFR  64-7] 

COMMANDANT,  U.S.  COAST  GUARD 

Delegation  of  Authority 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Plan  No.  26  of  1950  and  14  U.S.C. 
631,  and  pursuant  to  the  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  me  by  Treasury  Department 
Order'  No.  190  (Revision  2),  there  are 
transferred  to  the  Commandant,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard,  the  functions  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  under  Public  Law 
88-163,  approved  October  30,  1963,  con¬ 
cerning  exceptions  to  the  rules  of  navi¬ 
gation  for  vessels. 

With  the  exception  of  prescribing  ap¬ 
plicable  rules  and  regulations,  the  Com¬ 
mandant  may  assign  the  functions  trans¬ 
ferred  for  performance  by  subordinates 
in  the  Coast  Guard. 

Dated;  January  29, 1964. 

[seal]  James  A.  Reed, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

]P.R.^  Doc.  64-1272;  Piled.  Peb.  7,  1964; 
8:48  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[BLM  072171 F 

ALABAMA 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Plat  of  Survey; 
Survey  Group  30 

February  3, 1964. 

The  Plats  of  Surveys  of  the  islands 
located  in  Coosa  River  described  below 
will  be  officially  filed  in  this  office  effec¬ 
tive  10  a.m.  on  March  9, 1964. 

Huntsville  Meridian,  Alabama 

ETOWAH  OOUNTT 

T.  11S..R.7E., 

Sec.  2,  lot  1  containing  4.20  acres; 

Sec.  11,  lot  1  containing  2.98  acres; 

Sec.  16,  lot  1  containing  0.91  acres; 

Sec.  22,  lot  1  containing  2.33  acres; 

Sec.  36,  lot  1  containing  3.60  acres. 

Total  14.02  acres. 

T.  12  S..  R.  6  E., 

Sec.  25,  lot  1  containing  16.82  acres. 

TALLADEGA  AND  SHELBY  COUNTIES 

T.  19  S.,  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  6,  lot  1  containing  19.01  acres; 

Sec.  7,  lot  1  containing  8.88  acres; 

Sec.  17,  lot  1  containing  7.09  acres; 

Sec.  20,  lot  1  containing  10.81  acres. 

Total  45.79  acres. 

Plats  approved  November  21,  1963. 

T.  20  S..  R.  2  E., 

Sec.  13,  lot  1  containing  2.20  acres; 

Sec.  24,  lot  1  containing  5.58  acres;  lot  2 
containing  0.29  acres. 

Total  8.07  acres. 


T.  20  S.,  R.  3  E„ 

Sec.  18,  lot  1  containing  10.25  acres. 

Plat  approved  December  17, 1963. 

T.  21  s.,  R.  2  E„ 

Sec.  6,  lot  1  containing  0.20  acres; 

Sec.  7,  lot  1  containing  1.00  acres; 

Sec.  7.  lot  2  containing  0.70  acres;. 

Sec.  7,  lot  3  containing  1.80  acres; 

Sec.  7,  lot  4  containing  0.09  acres; 

Sec.  7,  lot  5  containing  2.14  acres; 

Sec.  8,  lot  1  containing  0.04  acres;  lot  2 
containing  0.50  acres. 

Total  6.47  acres. 

Plat  approved  April  11,  1963. 

The  areas  above  described  contain  in 
the  aggregate  101.42  acres. 

The  surveys  represented  by  the  plats 
were  initiated  as  an  administrative  meas¬ 
ure  to  meet  the  proposed  withdrawal, 
BLM  043309,  Federal  Power  Commission, 
for  the  Alabama  Power  Company  Project 
No.  2146  of  certain  unsurveyed  and  un¬ 
appropriated  islands  in  the  Coosa  River 
not  heretofore  included  in  the  surveys 
shown  upon  the  plat  approved  January 
1836. 

On  May  21, 1908,  by  order  of  the  Com¬ 
missioner,  General  Land  Office  (now  Di¬ 
rector,  Bureau  of  Land  Management)  at 
the  request  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  all 
public  lands  in  the  subdivisions  or  frac¬ 
tional  tracts  of  the  townships  in  Alabama 
bordering  upon  the  Coosa  River  and  all 
such  lands  embraced  in  islands  situated 
in  the  river  in  the  township  were  tempo¬ 
rarily  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  dis¬ 
position  until  otherwise  directed  for  the 
improvement  of  the  navigation  of  the 
river. 

The  islands’  formation  are  in  all  re¬ 
gards  similar  to  the  opposing  mainland, 
with  an  elevation  ranging  from  2  to  20 
feet  above  mean-high-tide.  The  islands 
are  of  sandy-clayey  loam.  Each  sup¬ 
ports  a  heavy  growth  of  mature  timber 
ranging  in  size  from  4  to  34  inches  in 
diameter. 

The  character  of  each  of  the  islands 
and  the  timber  growth  thereon  attest  to 
their  existence  in  1819  when  Alabama 
gained  statehood  and  at  all  times  since. 
They  are,  therefore,  held  to  be  public 
land. 

The  islands  are  well  over  50  percent 
upland  in  character  within  the  interpre¬ 
tation  of  the  Swamp  Land  Act. 

Upon  the  effective  date  hereof,  the 
lands  recited  herein  will  be  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights  and  equitable  claims 
subject  to  allowance  and  confirmation. 
The  land  will  not  be  subject  to  applica¬ 
tion,  petition,  location,  selection  or  to 
any  other  appropriation  under  any  other 
public  land  law,  including  the  Mining 
and  Mineral  Leasing  Laws,  unless  and 
until  a  further  order  is  issued  by  a  duly 
authorized  official  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management. 

All  inquiries  relating  to  the  lands 
should  be  directed  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 


Management,  Division  of  Field  Services 
Washington,  D.C.,  20240. 

Doris  A.  Koivula, 
Manager,  Land  Office. 

[PJt.  Doc.  64-1274;  FUed,  Peb.  7,  1964 
8:48  am.] 


*  ALASKA 

Small  Tract  Classification  Order  No. 
92;  Cancellation 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  64-1161,  appearing  at  page 
1811  of  the  issue  for  Thursday,  Febru¬ 
ary  6,  1964,  the  bracket  in  the  heading 
should  be  deleted. 


U.S.  STUDY  COMMISSION,  SOUTH¬ 
EAST  RIVER  BASINS 

TERMINATION  OF  COMMISSION 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Public  Law 
85-850  (72  Stat.  1090),  the  U.S.  Study 
Commission,.  Southeast  River*  Basins, 
submitted  its  final  report  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  on  September  24,  1963  and  termi¬ 
nated  its  activities  on  December  23, 1963. 

Notice  of  the  establishment  of  the 
Commission  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  December  9,  1959  (24 
F.R.  9957) . 

The  General  Services  Administration 
has  been  designated  to  make  appropri¬ 
ate  disposition  of  all  property  and  rec¬ 
ords  of  the  Commission,  except  financial 
assets  and  related  records. 

The  Department  of  the  Treasury  has 
been  designated  to  take  possession  of  the 
financial  assets  of  the  Commission  and 
to  liquidate  the  Commission’s  financial 
affairs. 

J.  W.  Woodruff,  Jr., 
Chairman. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1275;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:48  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

REPORT  ON  SHIPMENTS  TO,  OR  RE¬ 
CEIPTS  FOR  WORK  DONE,  FOR  FED¬ 
ERAL  GOVERNMENT  AGENCIES 
AND  THEIR  CONTRACTORS  AND 
SUPPLIERS  IN  1963 

Notice  of  Consideration  for  Survey 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Bureau 
of  the  Census  is  considering  a  proposal 
to  conduct  a  survey,  under  the  authority 
of  Title  13,  United  States  Code,  sections 
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181,  224,  and  225,  requesting  manufac¬ 
turers  to  report  the  value  of  products 
shipped  to  the  Federal  Government  or 
their  contractors  and  receipts  for  services 
performed  for  the  Federal  Government  or 
its  contractors  during  1963. 

The  data  have  significant  application 
to  the  needs  of  the  public.  They  will  pro¬ 
vide  important  information  on  the  im¬ 
pact  of  Federal  procurement  on  various 
industries  and  on  the  economy  of  States, 

Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  Areas, 
and  other  geographic  regions.  The  data 
requested  in  this  survey  are  not  publicly 
available  from  nongovernmental  or  other 
governmental  sources. 

The  survey  will  be  conducted  on  a  sam¬ 
ple  basis  covering  selected  industries  as 
a  supplement  to  the  Annual  Survey  of 
Manufactures  which  for  1963  is  addi¬ 
tionally  considered  a  part  of  the  1963 
Census  of  Manufactures  as  provided  for 
by  Title  13,  United  States  Code,  section 
131.  The  survey,  if  conducted,  shall  be¬ 
gin  not  earlier  than  30  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  form  are  avail¬ 
able  on  request  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
the  Census,  Washington  25,  D.C. 

Any  suggestions  or  recommendations 
concerning  the  subject  matter  of  the  sur¬ 
vey  will  receive  consideration  if  submitted 
in  writing  to  the  Director  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  this  publication. 

A.  Ross  Eckler, 

Acting  Director, 

,  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

(PR.  Doc.  64-1245;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964;  C.  Finkbeiner.  Inc' 
8  :45  ajn.J  The  Cudahy  Pack! 


Name  of  establishments 


Establishment  No. 


Cattle 


Calves 


Goats 


Swine 


Armour  and  Co. 


2AD. 

2AG. 

2AT.. 

2AU. 

2B _ 

2C _ 

2H... 

2HT. 

2LT.. 

2SI... 

28A.. 

28D.. 

2WN. 

3A _ 

3  AC. 
3AE. 
3AF.. 


Swift  and  Co. 


3AW. 

3B... 


Pauly  Packing  Co.,  Inc . 

Hygrade  Food  Products  Corp. 


Mickelberrys  Food  Products  Co. 


John  Morrell  and  Co. 


Swift  and  Co. 


Brander  Meat  Co. 


Agricultural  Research  Service 

IDENTIFICATION  OF  CARCASSES  OF 

CERTAIN  HUMANELY  SLAUGHTERED 
LIVESTOCK 

Pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Act  of 
August  27,  1958  (7  UB.C.  1904)  and  the 
statement  of  policy  thereunder  in  9  CFR 
181.1,  the  following  table  lists  the  estab¬ 
lishments  operated  under  Federal  in¬ 
spection  under  the  Meat  Inspection  Act, 
as  amended  (21  UB.C.  71  et  seq.) ,  which 
were  officially  reported  on  January  1, 

1964,  as  humanely  slaughtering  and  han¬ 
dling  on  that  date  the  species  of  live¬ 
stock  respectively  designated  for  such 
establishments  in  the  table.  Additions 
to  and  deletions  from  this  list  will  be 
made  from  time  to  time,  as  the  facts  may 
warrant,  by  notices  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  establishment 
number  given  with  the  name  of  the  es¬ 
tablishment  is  branded  on  each  carcass  Edgar 
of  livestock  inspected  at  that  establish¬ 
ment.  The  table  should  not  be  under¬ 
stood  to  indicate  that  all  species  of 
livestock  slaughtered  at  a  listed  estab¬ 
lishment  are  slaughtered  and  handled 
by  humane  methods  unless  all  species 
are  listed  for  that  establishment  in  the 
table.  Nor  should  the  table  be  under¬ 
stood  to  indicate  that  the  affiliates  of  Liberty 
any  listed  establishment  use  only  humane  | 
methods:  . 

No.  28 - 3 


Cudahy,  Inc. 


tein  Provision 


VaUeydale  Packers,  Inc. 


Kenton  Packing  Co. 


Pocomoke  Prot 


Armour  and  Co. 


Sunnyiand  Packing  Co . . . 

Stark  Wetrel  and  Co.,  Inc _ 

Do . 

Idaho  Meat  Packers . . 

Consolidated  Dressed  Beef  Co.,  Inc. 
Lackawanna  Beef  and  Provision  Co. 


Midwestern  Beef,  Inc. 


Sunnyiand  Packing  Co.  of  Alabama. 


Glover  Packing  Co.  of  Amarillo 

Do . . 

Selkirk  Realty  Co . __ 

Somerville  Packing  Co.. . . 

The  Quaker  Oats  Co... . . 

Meat  Quality  Laboratory . 


Auburn  University . . 

Minch’s  Wholesale  Meats,  Inc. 

Brown  Thompson  and  Son _ 

Eastern  Packing  Co . . 


Armour  and  Co. 


Utica  Veal  Co. 


The  E.  Kahns  Sons  Co . 

Hygrade  Food  Products  Corp. 


Sugardale  Provision  Co 


Shonyo  Packing  Co. 


Samuels  and  Co.,  Inc. 


oauiubis  auu  l-u.,  iuu . . 

The  Val  Decker  Packing  Co. 

Central  Packing  Co.,  Inc _ 

John  Engelhorn  and  Sons... 


A.  Kochs  Sons. 


NOTICES 
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NOTICES 


Name  of  establishments 


Establishment  No. 


Cattle 


Calves 

Sbeep 

Goats 

Swine 

Horses 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

C) 

(*) 

(*) 

O 

C) 

333 

n 

n 

C) 

-  (•) 

n 

C) 

o 

(•) 

o 

(•) 

.....  - 

(*) 

(•). 

(•) 

(•) 

(*) 

8 

n 

o 

333 

C) 

8 

o 

O 

8 

C) 

(*) 

(*) 

o 

33 

8 

(*) 

(•) 

« 

(*) 

(*; 

c) 

(*) 

(•) 

(*) 

8 

—* - 

333 

8 

C) 

(*) 

(*) 

8 

r 

(*) 

(*) 

C) 

"William  H.  Peters,  Inc _ 

Rochester  Independent  Packer,  Inc - 

J.  H.  Routb  Packing  Oo _ 

Henry  Meyers  Sons,  Inc _ 

Penford  Packing  Oo _ 

Bristol  Packing  Co. . . ... _ _ _ 

Bcrchems  Meat  Co _ _ _ 

White  Packing  Co.,  Inc _ 

John  Morrell  and  Co . . . . 

Nat  Burning  Packing  Co.  of  Arkansas... 

Frederick  County  Products,  Inc . 

Herman  Kemper’s  Sons,  Inc _ 

Reelfoot  Packing  Co _ 

O.  Bartusch  Packing  Co _ 

Arena  Dressed  Beef  Co _ 

Sioux  City  Dressed  Beef  Co _ 

Sioux  land  Dressed  Beef  Co _ _ _ _ 

Needham  Packing  Corporation  of  Mon¬ 
tana - - - .' - - - 

Jordan  Meat  and  Livestock  Co.,  Inc . 

Sam  McDaniel  and  Sons,  Inc _ _ 

Wells  and  Davies,  Inc . 

Sierra  Meat  Co . 

Tennessee  Dressed  Beef  Co . . — 

Guns  berg  Beef  Co _ 

Genesee  Packing  Co . . . . . 

Hardy  and  Co.,  Inc . . . . 

Santa  Ana  Packing  Co . . . . 

Pahler  Packing  Cop . . . 

Vermont  Dressed  Beef  Co.,  Inc - — 

A  loo  Packing  Co . . - . 

Walden  Packing  Co.,  Inc. - - *. 

William  Davies  Co.,  Inc _ _ 

O’Neill  Packing  Co . 

City  Packing  Co . . . 

Sambol  Packing  Co . . — . 

Tobin  Packing  Co.,  Inc . . 

Vernon  Calhoun  Packing  Co _ 

Meats,  Inc - - ^ 

Sigman  Meat  Co.,  Inc _ > 

Kanes  Dressed  Beef _ _ _ _ 

Hoosier  Veterinary  Laboratories,  Inc _ 

Chiapetti  Packing  Co - - - 

National  Meat  Packers,  Inc _ 

B.  Constantino  and  Sons  Co _ 

Valleydale  Packers  Inc.  of  Bristol . . 

South  Philadelphia  WiDowbrook,  Inc. - 

Wisconsin  Packing  Co - - 

Peoples  Packing  Co _ _ _ 

Kerber  Packing  Co - - - 

Taipoff  Packing  Co _ 

McKenney  Meat  Co _ _ _ 

E.  B.  Manning  and  Son . 

Voli  Packing  Co . 

Cappellino  Abattoir,  Inc......... - - 

Gentner  Packing  Co.,  Inc . 

Delrich  Meat  Packers,  Inc . . 

Whitehall  Packing  Co . 

M.  Brixer  and  Co _ 

Joe  Doctorman  and  Son  Packing  Co.,  Inc. 

Armour  and  Co _ _ _ 

Reliable  Packing  Co . - . - . 

Greater  Omaha  Packing  Co.,  Inc _ 

Virginia  Packing  Co.,  Inc . . 

Earl  Flick  Wholesale  Meats,  Inc _ .... 

T.  L.  Lay  Packing  Co . 

Monfort  Packing  Co . . 

Hawaii  Meat  Co.,  Ltd . . . 

Perlin  Packing  Co.,  Inc _ _ 

National  Food  Stores,  Inc....... _ 

Rett*  Meat  Products  Co _ _ _ 

Hospers  Packing  Co _ j _ 

Everett  C.  Horlein  and  Son,  Inc . 

Sunflower  Packing  Co.,  Inc . . 

Johnson  Meat  Products  Co.,  Inc . . 

Klarer  of  Kentucky,  Inc.. . 

Do . . . . 

Do . 

Valley  Meat  Co . . . 

The  Home  Pride  Provisions,  Inc . . 

Armour  and  Co . . . . . . 

Landy  Packing  Co.... . . . 

The  Harris  Packing  Co . 

Wayne  Packing  Co . . . 

The  Rath  Packing  Co _ _ 

A.  F.  Moyer  and  Sons,  Inc . 

McCabe  Packing  Plant . . 

Swift  and  Co . . . 

Nebraska  Iowa  Dressed  Beef  Co _ 

Stevens  Meat  Co.,  Inc . . 


813— 

817.. . 

818.. . 
882... 

827.. . 

828.. . 
880. 
838. 


8 


886... 

8S7B. 


889 - 

840 . . 

843. . 

868. - 

857 . 

867F . ;.. 


857G- 

858— 


860- . — 

862 . 

865 . 

867  . 

868  - 

869 . 

874 _ 

880- . 


886— 

888A. 


891— 

892— 

893— 
897— 
899— 
901— 

907.. . 

912 _ 

916— 

917— 

918— 

922.. . 

923.. . 
924— 
926— 
929— 

931— 

932— 
934— 

938— 

939- 
MI— 
944— 
946— 

948— 

949— 
966— 

969— 
960— 
963— 

965.. . 

967.. . 

969.. . 

970— 

974.. . 

981.. . 
963— 
986— 

988.. . 
992— 

994.. . 

966.. . 
996 A. 
995C. 

1009.. 

1029.. 

1086.. 
1171.: 

1176.. 

1303.. 

1307.. 

1311.. 

1312.. 

1316.. 

1318.. 

1485.. 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  5th  day  of  February  1964. 

C.  H.  Pals, 

Director,  Meat  Inspection  Division,  Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1328;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964;  8:60  a.m.] 


be  held  to  review  certain  questions  re- 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
STORAGE  OF  COTTON  _ 

Extension  of  Date  for  Submission  of 
Data 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation  an¬ 
nounced  on  December  10,  1963  (28  FJ=t. 
13373)  that  a  series  of  hearings  were  to 


la  ting  to  CCC’s  cotton  storage  policies, 
procedures,  and  rates  and  that  written 
views  and  recommendations,  as  well  as 
statements  supplementing  evidence  pre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearings  could  be  presented 
not  later  than  February  15,  1964  to  the 
Secretary,  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 


tion,  Room  203-W,  Administration  Build¬ 
ing,  14th  Street  and  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250. 

At  the  request  of  interested  parties,  the 
final  date  for  submission  of  written  views 
and  recommendations  has  been  extended 
to  February  25, 1964. 

(Sec.  4,  5,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  5th 
day  of  February  1964. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

IFH.  Doc.  64-1283;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964 

8:49  am.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Food  Additive  Gamma  Radiation 

‘Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  1297)  has  been  filed  by  the  United 
States  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20545,  proposing  the 
issuance  of  a  regulation  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  the  following  packaging 
materials  that  have  been  subjected  to  a 
dose  of  irradiation  not  to  exceed  1  mega¬ 
rad  from  gamma  radiation  used  in  the 
processing  of  packaged  food  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  regulations  under  Subpart  G 
of  the  food  additive  regulations  (21  CFR 
Part  121): 

Cellophane. 

Glasslne  paper. 

Paraffin  and  mlcrocrylstalline  wax-coated  pa¬ 
perboard. 

Polyolefin  films  produced  from  polypropyl¬ 
ene,  polyethylene,  or  ethylene-alkene-1 
copolymers. 

Polystyrene. 

Rubber  hydrochloride  film. 

Vinylldene  chloride-vinyl  chloride  copolymer 
film. 

Dated;  February  3,  1964. 

Malcolm  R.  Stephens, 
Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Regulations. 

(P.R.  Doc.  64-1267;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 


FORT  DODGE  LABORATORIES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Food  Additives  Dihydrostreptomy- 
cin,  Chlorhexidfne  Dihydrochloride, 
and  Phthalylsulfathiazole 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)  (5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  356)  has  been  filed  by  Fort  Dodge 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa, 
proposing  the  issuance  of  a  regulation  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  dihydro¬ 
streptomycin,  chlorhexidine  dihydro¬ 
chloride,  and  phthalylsulfathiazole,  as 
follows: 


Saturday ,  February  8,  1964 
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Principal  Ingredient 


Amount 

Combined  with— 

Amount 

Limitations 

130  mg.... 

Chlorhexidine 

+ 

Phthalylsul- 

fathiazole. 

600  mg . 

1,000  mg . 

In  tablets  or  suspen¬ 
sion  for  oral  inges¬ 
tion  by  calves;  total 
daily  dose  per  100  lb. 
body  weight  for  6 
days;  withdraw  3 
days  before  slaugh¬ 
ter;  as  di  hydrostrep¬ 
tomycin  sulfate  and 
chlorhexidine  dihy¬ 
drochloride. 

Indications  for  use 


Treatment  of 
bacterial  scours 
in  calves. 


Dated:  February  3, 1964. 

Malcolm  R.  Stephens, 
Assistant  Commissioner  for  Regulations . 

[FA.  Doc.  64-1268;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964;  8:48  a.m.] 


INTERNATIONAL  VERMOUTH 
INSTITUTE  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Food  Additives 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  UJ3.C.  348 
(b)  (5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(PAP  1318)  has  been  filed  by  Inter¬ 
national  Vermouth  Institute,  c/o  Buch- 
man  &  Buchman,  292  Madison  Avenue, 
New  York  17,  New  York;  Federazione 
Italiana  Industrie,  Vini  &  Liquori,  c/o 
Buchman  &  Buchman,  292  Madison 
Avenue,  New  York  17,  New  York;  and 
Wine  Institute,  National  Press  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.,  proposing  the  issuance 
of  a  regulation  to  provide  for  the  safe 
use  of  natural  flavors  (to  include  spices, 
seasonings,  flavorings  (leaves,  roots, 
barks,  berries) ,  essential  oils,  oleoresins, 
and  natural  extractives  including  dis¬ 
tillates)  in  alcoholic  beverages,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Agaric,  white. 

Althea  (marshmallow)  flowers  and  root. 
Arnica  flower  extract. 

Artemisia  (wormwood),  to  contain  no  more 
than  10  parts  per  mlUlon  of  thujone. 
Artichoke  (leaves) . 

Benzoin  gum  (resin) . 

Blackberry,  bark,  extract. 

Blessedthlstle  (holly  thistle)  herb,  herb  ex¬ 
tract,  solid,  and  herb  oil. 

Buckbean  leaves  extract. 

Calamus  (sweetflag),  calamus  root,  and 
calamus  oil. 

Calumba,  calumba  root,  and  calumba 
extract. 

Camphor  laurel  tree,  camphor,  Japanese  oil, 
white  ahd  camphor  leaves  and  oil. 

Cascara,  cascara  bark  and  bitterless  extract. 
Cassle  absolute. 

Catechu,  black,  extract  and  powder. 

Centaury,  centaury  minor  ( centaur  lum 
herb) . 

Cherry-laurel  water  (laurocerasus  water). 
Chirata  (chlretta,  East  Indian  balmony)  and 
chlrata  herb  extract. 

Cinchona  bark  (Peruvian  bark). 

Coetmary. 

Cubeb  and  cubeb  oil . 

Currant  (black)  buds,  absolute;  buds,  ex¬ 
tract,  solid;  and  leaves. 

Dittany  (fraxlneUa) . 

Dittany  of  Crete. 

Elder  tree  leaves. 

Elecampane  root,  root  extract,  and  root  oil. 
Galanga,  greater. 


Gamblr  (catechu,  pale) . 

Gentian  and  gentian  root  extract. 

Gentian,  stemless,  and  gentian  root. 
Germander  (chamaedrus),  germander  ex¬ 
tract  and  extract,  solid. 

Germander,  golden. 

Guaiac  gum  extract,  wood  extract  and  wood 
oil. 

Iceland  moss. 

Imperatoria  (masterwort)  and  imperatoria 
root. 

Iva  (musk  yarrow) . 

Lemon- verbena 
Linden  leaves. 

Lovage,  lovage  extract  and  oil. 

Maidenhair  fern. 

Mullein  flowers. 

Myrrh  gum  and  oil. 

Myrtle. 

Oak  chips,  extract. 

*  Oak  (English)  wood. 

Oak  moss  absolute  (mousse  de  chine)  and 
extract  Evemia  prunastri  (L.)  Ach.  (true 
oak  moss) . 

Orris  root,  extract  orris  concrete,  liquid. 

Pansy. 

Peach  leaves. 

Pennyroyal  (European)  and  pennyroyal 
(European)  oil. 

Pine,  needle,  dwarf,  oil. 

Pine,  pumilio. 

Pine  (white)  bark,  bark  oil,  bark  extract, 
solid. 

Poplar  buds. 

Quassia,  quassia  extract  chips,  chips  ex¬ 
tract,  bark  extract. 

Qulllala,  extract  (soap  bark  extract,  china 
bark  extract) . 

Rhatanyroot  and  rhatany  extract. 

Rhubarb  extract  and  rhubarb  root. 

Rhubarb,  garden,  root. 

Roselle  (Jamaica  sorrel) . 

St»  Johns-wort. 

Sandalwood  (East  Indian  sandalwood),  san¬ 
dalwood  extract,  sandalwood  extract  solid, 
sandalwood  oil. 

Senna,  Alexandrian. 

Serpentarla  (Virginia  snakeroot) . 

Simaruba,(  Orinoco  bark) . 

Tolu  balsam  and  extract  and  gum. 

Valerian  root,  root  extract  and  oil. 

Veronica. 

'  Vervain,  European. 

Violet,  Swiss. 

Walnut  hull,  extract,  walnut  leaves,  extract; 

walnut  husks  and  walnuts,  green. 

Yarrow  herb  and  root. 

Dated:  February  3, 1964. 

Malcolm  R.  Stephens, 
Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Regulation. 

[FA.  Doc.  64-1269;  Filed  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:48  ajn.[ 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  14868;  Order  E-20440] 

LAKE  CENTRAL  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  Expanding  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  ' 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
4th  day  of  February  1964. 

Lake  Central  Airlines,  Inc.,  “Use  It  or 
Lose  It”  and  route  alignment  investiga¬ 
tion;  Docket  No.  14868. 

On  November  12,  1963,  by  Order  E- 
20182,  the  Board  instituted  the  instant 
proceeding  to  determine  the  need  for 
continued  air  service  to  certain  cities  and 
certain  segments1  presently  authorized 
for  service  by  the  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  of  Lake  Cen¬ 
tral  Airlines,  Inc.  (Lake  Central)  and  to 
realign  the  route  segments  described  in 
that  certificate.8  The  order  also  directed 
Lake  Central  to  submit  to  the  Board  pas¬ 
senger  origination  data  identified  by 
flight  and  segment  number  for  the  most 
recent  twelve  months  for  certain  cities 
which  are  authorized  for  service  on  more 
than  one  segment  and  which  may  have 
failed  to  originate  the  minimum  number 
of  passengers  required  under  the  Board’s 
“use  it  or  lose  it”  policy  on  one  or  more 
of  the  segments.  The  cities  are:  Ko- 
komo-Logansport-Peru,  Indiana  (Ko¬ 
komo),  authorized  for  service  on  seg¬ 
ments  1,  2,  3,  and  6;  Mansfield,  Ohio,  on 
segments  4,, 6,  and  15;  Marion,  Indiana, 
on  segments^  and  6;  Elkins,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  on  segments  12  and  14;  and  Lima, 
Ohio,  on  segments  6  and  8.  During  the 
twelve  months  ended  March  31,  1963, 
the  total  passengers  originated  per  day 
at  these  points  on  all  segments  were: 8 
Kokomo,  10.49;  Mansfield,  15.51;  Marion, 
5.90;  Elkins,  6.91;  and  Lima,  12.92. 

The  data  furnished  by  Lake  Central 
covering  the  twelve  months  ended  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1963,  show  that  the  traffic  origi¬ 
nated  was  less  than  five  passengers  per 
day  for  each  of  the  above-named  points 
over  at  least  one  segment  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  Mansfield  (Appendix  A).4 
Appendix  B4  to  this  order  shows  that 
Mansfield  received  no  service  on  segment 
15  during  the  twelve-month  period. 
Since  that  segment  is  already  in  issue 
as  a  result  of  substandard  loads,  and 
since  the  point  has  enplaned  more  than 
the  minimum  traffic  -on  segments  4  and 
6  (Appendices  A  and  B) ,  the  previously 
determined  scope  of  the  proceeding  will 

1  Columbus  and  Richmond,  Indiana;  Find¬ 
lay  and  Portsmouth,  Ohio;  Jackson,  Michi¬ 
gan;  Martlnsburg,  West  Virginia;  segment  3, 
between  Marion,  Indiana,  and  Cincinnati, 
Ohio;  segment  7(a)  between  Bloomington, 
Indiana,  and  Indianapolis,  Indiana;  segment 
7(b)  between  Bloomington  and  Cincinnati; 
and  segment  15. 

*  Various  pleadings  have  been  filed  In  this 
case,  dealing  with  objections  to  the  show 
cause  order,  the  scope  of  the  issues,  and 
similar  matters.  These  are  not  treated  in 
this  order  and  will  be  disposed  of  at  an  ap¬ 
propriate  time. 

*  Order  E-20182,  supra,  App.  A. 

4  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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be  adequate  to  resolve  all  issues  con-' 
ceraing  Lake  Central’s  authority  to  serve 
Mansfield. 

Appendix  A  is  the  data  as  supplied  by 
Lake  Central  in  response  to  our  directive. 
In  Appendix  B  we  have  reconstructed 
that  information  by  relating  the  flight 
direction  to  the  segment  authority  held 
by  the  carrier.  For  example,  Elkins  is 
authorized  for  service  on  segments  12 
and  14  and  Flight  474  operates  over  both 
segments.  It  is  routed  over  segment 
14  from  Baltimore  to  Elkins,  over  seg¬ 
ments  14  and  12  from  Elkins  to  Clarks¬ 
burg,  and  over  segment  12  from  Clarks¬ 
burg  to  Charleston.  Those  passengers 
originating  at  Elkins  on  Flight  474  are 
destined,  for  the  most  part,  for  Charles¬ 
ton,  a  city  which  may  only  be  reached 
pursuant  to  segment  12  authority  * 
While  the  difference  in  classification 
of  the  flights  by  segment  in  the  two 
appendices  leads  to  somewhat  different 
figures  for  passengers  enplanements  at 
the  several  points  and  on  the  various 
segments,*  there  is  no  difference  in  the 
cities  to  be  added  for  “use  it  or  lose  it” 
issues,  with  the  exception  of  Kokomo. 
Appendix  A  shows  2.4  originating  pas¬ 
sengers  per  day  at  Kokomo  on  segment 

2,  whereas  Appendix  B  shows  7.7  pas¬ 
sengers  per  day.  On  the  basis  of  the 
carrier’s  distribution  of  Kokomo  traffic 
by  segment,  the  point  would  be  placed 
in  issue  on  all  four  segments,  but  on 
the  basis  of  our  distribution,  Kokomo 
will  be  placed  in  issue  on  segments  1, 

3,  and  6,  and  not  on  segment  2. 

On  the  basis  of  the  available  infor¬ 
mation  relating  to  passenger  enplane¬ 
ments  by  segments  we  find  that  during 
the  twelve  months  ended  October  31, 
1963,  Lake  Central  boarded  fewer  than 
five  passengers  per  day  at  several  points 
on  certain  segments  and  that  the  in¬ 
vestigation  in  Docket  14868  should  be 
expanded  to  include  the  issues  of 
whether  those  cities  should  continue  to 
be  served  on  those  segments.  The  cities 
and  segments  are:  Lima,  on  segment  8; 
Marion,  on  segments  3  and  6;  Kokomo, 
on  segments  1,  3,  and  6;  and  Elkins,  on 
segments  12  and  14. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  the  investigation  in  Docket 
14868  be  and  it  hereby  is  expanded  to 
determine  whether  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  require: 

a.  The  suspension  of  Lake  Central's 
certificate  insofar  as  it  authorizes  the 
carrier  to  serve  Lima,  Ohio,  on  segment 
8,  Marion,  Indiana,  on  segments  3  and 
6,  Kokomo-Logansport-Peru,  Indiana, 
on  segments  1, 3,  and  6,  and  Elkins,  West 
Virginia,  on  segments  12  and  14; 

b.  The  alteration,  amendment,  or 
modification  of  Lake  Central’s  certifi¬ 
cate  in  such  manner  as  to  delete  Lima, 
Ohio,  on  segment  8,  Marion,  Indiana,  cm 
segments  3  and  6,  Kokomo-Logansport- 
Peru,  Indiana,  on  segments  1,  3,  and  6, 

» Similarly,  Appendix  B  classifies  the  fol¬ 
lowing  flights  differently  from  Appendix  A: 
for  Lima,  Flight  956  Is  classified  as  relating 
to  segment  8,  and  Flight  110,  as  relating  to 
segment  6;  for  Kokomo,  Flight  115  Is  classi¬ 
fied  as  relating  to  segment  6,  Flight  516  as 
relating  to  segment  2,  and  Flight  110  as 
relating  to  segment  2. 

•For  Marlon  on  segments  3  and  6,  the 
results  are  the  same  In  both  Appendices. 
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and  Elkins,  West  Virginia,  on  segments 
12  and  14;  and 

2.  That  a  copy  of  this  order  shall  be 
served  on  all  persons  made  parties  to 
this  proceeding  by  Order  E-20182. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-1278;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:48  am.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[OE  Docket  No.  64-SW-l] 

H.  S.  ANDERSON  TRUCKING  CO. 

Determination  of  Hazard  to  Air 
Navigation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  cir¬ 
cularized  the  following  proposal  for  aero¬ 
nautical  comment  and  has  conducted  a 
study  (SW-OE-5172)  to  determine  its 
effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient  utili¬ 
zation  of  navigable  airspace. 

The  H.  S.  Anderson  Trucking  Com¬ 
pany,  Port  Arthur,  Texas,  proposes  to 
construct  a  radio  antenna  structure  near 
Port  Arthur,  Texas,  at  latitude  29°55'28' ' 
north,  longitude  93°57'52"  west.  The 
overall  height  of  the  structure  would  be 
310  feet  .above  mean  sea  level  (304  feet 
above  ground). 

The  proposed  structure  would  be  lo¬ 
cated  approximately  2.8  miles  southeast 
of  the  Jefferson  County  Airport,  Beau¬ 
mont,  Texas.  It  would  exceed  the  stand¬ 
ards  for  determining  hazards  to  air  navi¬ 
gation  in  8  77.23(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  by  104  feet  since 
it  would  be  more  than  200  feet  high  with¬ 
in  a  control  zone. 

The  aeronautical  study  disclosed  that. 
the  structure  would  require  an  increase 
from  400  feet  to  600  feet  in  the  straight- 
in  and  circling  minimum  altitudes  for 
AL-52 1-ILS-RWY  29  (back  course)  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedure. 

The  preferred  inbound  routing  to  the 
Jefferson  County  Airport  for  aircraft 
from  the  east  is  via  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  20  South  to  the  Marsh,  Texas,  In¬ 
tersection,  thence  via  the  back  course 
procedure.  Groves,  Texas,  Intersection 
is  the  final  approach  fix  for  this  pro¬ 
cedure.  The  study  disclosed  that  the 
proposed  structure  would  be  located  be¬ 
tween  the  Groves  Intersection  and  the 
airport.  It  would  not  be  possible  to  re¬ 
locate  the  intersection  between  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  and  the  airport  without 
requiring  an  excessive  rate  of  descent  for 
aircraft  executing  this  procedure. 

The  study  further  disclosed  that  there 
were  2,794  instrument  approaches  to  the 
Jefferson  County  Airport  during  Fiscal 
Year  1963.  Of  this  number,  approxi¬ 
mately  20  percent  or  559  were  ILS  back 
course  procedures.  It  was  also  disclosed 
that  a  significant  number  of  these  were 
conducted  when  the  ceiling  was  less  than 
600  feet.  Under  these  circumstances,  it 
has  been  determined  that  the  increase  in 
minimums  would  require  a  substantial 
number  of  aircraft  to  make  a  full  VOR 
or  ILS  procedure  thus  adding  consider¬ 


ably  to  the  length  of  time  for  each  ap¬ 
proach.  This  requisite  would  have  a 
substantial  adverse  effect  on  such  aero- 
nautical  operations  by  creating  addi¬ 
tional  traffic  delays. 

Based  upon  the  aeronautical  study,  it 
is  the  finding  of  the  Agency  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  would  have  a  substantial 
adverse  effect  upon  aeronautical  opera¬ 
tions  at  the  Jefferson  County  Airport  and 
that  procedures  could  not  be  altered  to 
accommodate  the  structure. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator 
(8  77.37  [New]),  it  is  found  that  the 
proposed  structure  would  have  a  substan¬ 
tial  adverse  effect  upon  the  safe  and 
efficient  utilization  of  navigable  airspace; 
and  it  is  hereby  determined  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  would  be  a  hazard  to  air 
navigation. 

This  determination  is  effective  and 
will  become  final  30  days  after  the  date 
of  issuance  unless  an  appeal  is  filed  under 
5  77.39  [New]  (27  F.R.  10352).  If  the  1 
appeal  is  denied,  the  determination  will 
then  become  final  as  of  the  date  of  the 
denial  or  30  days  after  the  issuance  of 
the  determination,  whichever  is  later. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  30, 1964. 

George  R.  Bobsari, 

Chief, 

Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1262;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:47  am.] 


(OE  Docket  No.  64-SO-2] 

COLQUITT  BROADCASTING  CO. 

Determination  of  Hazard  to  Air 
Navigation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  cir¬ 
cularized  the  following  proposal  for  aero¬ 
nautical  comment  and  has  conducted  a 
study  (SO-OE-3194)  to  determine  its 
effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  navigable  airspace. 

The  Colquitt  Broadcasting  Company, 
Moultrie,  Georgia,  proposes  to  construct 
a  guyed  radio  antenna  structure  near 
Moultrie,  Georgia,  at  latitude  31°10'12'' 
north,  longitude  83°44'52"  west.  The 
overall  height  of  the  proposed  structure 
would  be  618  feet  above  mean  sea  level 
(328  feet  above  ground) . 

The  proposed  structure  firould  be 
located  approximately  13,891  feet  north¬ 
west  of  the  northwest  end  of  Runway 
14/32  of  Spence  Air  Base,  Moultrie, 
Georgia.  It  would  be  approximately 
1,578  feet  southwest  of  the  extended  run¬ 
way  centerline.  At  this  location,  it  would 
exceed  the  standards  for  determining 
hazards  to  air  navigation  as  defined  in 
§§  77.27(a)  and  77.25(b)(1)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  58  feet  and 
75  feet  respectively. 

The  aeronautical  study  disclosed  that 
Spence  Air  Base  is  an  auxiliary  training 
field  to  Moody  Air  Force  Base,  Valdosta, 
Georgia.  The  Air  Force  proposes  to  use 
Spence  Air  Base  in  the  near  future  in 
its  undergraduate  pilot  training  pro¬ 
gram.  The  proposed  flight  training  will 
consist  of  practice  landings  and  low  ap¬ 
proaches,  using  T38  (Talon)  aircraft. 
An  essential  part  of  this  training  will 
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consist  of  VFR  approaches  made  with¬ 
out  the  use  of  flaps.  In  executing  this 
type  of  an  approach,  the  normal  proce¬ 
dure  is  to  make  a  long,  flat,  power-on 
approach.  The  “roll  out”  on  final  is 
normally  executed  approximately  iy2  to 
21/j  miles  from  the  landing  end  of  the 
runway  at  an  altitude  of  300  feet  above 
ground.  When  runway  14  is  in  use, 
such  a  procedure  would  place  the  air¬ 
craft  in  proximity  to  the  proposed  struc¬ 
ture  at  an  altitude  below  its  proposed 
height. 

The  Air  Force  expects  to  have  a  mean 
average  of  88  student  training  sorties 
daily.  The  number  of  approaches  in 
which  flaps  will  not  be  used  will  vary  as 
the  student  progresses.  Early  in  the 
training  period,  the  number  may  be  30 
percent  of  the  patterns  flown.  The  num¬ 
ber  will  decrease  as  experience  i«r gained. 
The  overall  percentage  will  be  approxi¬ 
mately  5  percent. 

Based  upon  the  aeronautical  study, 
it  is  the  finding  of  the  Agency  that  the 
type  of  aeronautical  operation  proposed 
by  the  Air  Force  for  Spence  Air  Base 
would  result  in  high  performance  air¬ 
craft,  piloted  by  student  pilots,  operat¬ 
ing  in  dangerous  proximity  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator 
(§77.37  [New]),  it  is  found  that  the 
proposed  structure  would  have  a  sub¬ 
stantial  adverse  effect  upon  the  safe  and 
efficient  utilization  of  navigable  air¬ 
space;  and  it  .is  hereby  determined  that 
the  proposed  structure  would  be  a  haz¬ 
ard  to  air  navigation. 

This  determination  is  effective  and 
will  become  final  30  days  after  the  date 
of  issuance  unless  an  appeal  is  filed  un¬ 
der  §77.39  [New]  (27  FJt.  10352).  If 
the  appeal  is  denied,  the  determination 
will  then  become  final  as  of  the  date  of 
the  denial  or  30  days  after  the  Issuance 
of  the  determination,  whichever  is  later. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  31, 1964. 

George  R.  Borsari, 

'Chief, 

Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1263;  Filed.  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:47  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 


[Docket  Nos.  14321—14328;  FCC  64M-99] 

BLACK  HILLS  VIDEO  CORP. 

Order  Scheduling  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Black  Hills  Video 
Corporation,  Docket  No.  14321,  File  No. 
223-C1-R-61,  for  renewal  of  the  license 
for  Station  KAR42,  a  facility  in  the  Do¬ 
mestic  Public  Point-to-Point  Microwave 
Radio  Service  at  Fredericktown,  Mis¬ 
souri;  Docket  No.  14322,  File  No.  361-C1- 
MI^l,  for  modification  of  license  to 
cover  a  construction  permit  for  addi¬ 
tional  facilities  for  Station  KAR42  in  the 
Domestic  Public  Point-to-Point  Micro- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER  ' 

wave  Radio  Service  at  Fredericktown, 
Missouri;  Docket  No.  14323,  File  No.  338- 
Cl-R-61,  for  renewal  of  the  license  for 
Station  KKU98,  a  facility  in  the  Domestic 
Public  Point-to-Point  Microwave  Service 
at  Davy,  Texas;  Docket  No.  14324,  File 
No.  752-Cl-R^61,  for  renewal  of  the  li¬ 
cense  for  Station  KAP22,  a  facility  in  the 
Domestic  Public  Point-to-Point  Micro- 
wave  Radio  Service  at  Weld  County, 
Colorado;  Docket  No.  14325,  File  No.  753- 
Cl-R-6'1,  for  renewal  of  the  license  for 
Station  KAP23,  a  facility  in  the  Do¬ 
mestic  Public  Point-to-Point  Microwave 
Radio  Service  at  Mitchell,  Nebraska; 
Docket  No.  14326,  File  No.  754-Cl-Rr-61, 
for  renewal  of  the  license  for  Station 
KAP25,  a  facility  in  the  Domestic  Pub¬ 
lic  Point-to-Point  Microwave  Radio 
Service  at  Crawford,  Nebraska;  Docket 
No.  14327,  File  No.  755-C1-R-61,  for  re¬ 
newal  of  the  license  for  Station  KOY47, 
a  facility  in  the  Domestic  Public  Point- 
to-Point  Microwave  Radia  Service  at 
Albin,  Wyoming;  Docket  No.  14328,  File 
No.  756-C1-R-61,  for  renewal  of  the  li¬ 
cense  for  Station  KAQ88,  a  facility  in 
the  Domestic  Public  Point-to-Point 
Microwave  Radio  Service  at  Custer, 
South  Dakota. 

It  is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of  February 
1964  on  the  Hearing  Examiner's  own 
motion  that  a  further  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  shall  be  held  herein  on  February 
12, 1964,  commencing  at  9:00  am.  in  the 
offices  of  the  Commission  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

Released:  February  4, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-1285;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:49  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  15309] 

VERNIE  WAYNE  KINNEMAN 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Vemie  Wayne  Kinne- 
man,  Compton,  California,  Docket  No. 
.15309;  order  to  show  cause  why  there 
should  not  be  revoked  the  license  for 
radio  Station  KFA-4590  in  the  Citizens 
Radio  Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau,  under 
delegated  authority,  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  matter  of  certain  alleged 
violations  of  the  Commission’s  rules  in 
connection  with  the  operation  of  the 
above-captioned  station; 

It  appearing,  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.89 
(formerly  §  1.76)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  written  notice  of  violation  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  was  served  upon  the 
above-named  licensee  at  his  address  of 
record  as  follows;  “Official  Notice  of  Vio¬ 
lation  dated  December  5,  1963,  alleging 
violation  of  §  19.33  (now  §  95.45)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules.” 

It  further  appearing,  that  said  licensee 
did  not  reply  to  such  communication  or 
to  a  follow-up  letter  dated  December  12, 
1963,  also  mailed  to  the  licensee  at  his 
address  of  record;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  repeat¬ 


edly  violated  §  1.89  of  the  Commission’s 
rules;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  viola¬ 
tions  of  8  1.89  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  the  related  facts  create  apparent 
liability  by  the  respondent  to  a  mone¬ 
tary  forfeiture  of  $100  under  section  510 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  1.80  of  the  Commission’s 
rules;  and  also  subject  the  license  of  the 
above-captioned  station  to  revocation 
under  the  provisions  of  section  312  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed;  but  further  proceedings  in  this  Dock¬ 
et  should  be  limited  to  action  looking 
toward  a  determination  as  to  whether  an 
order  of  revocation  should  be  issued: 

It  is  ordered,  This  31st  day  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1964,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4) 
and  (c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.331(b)  (8)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  that  licensee 
show  cause  why  the  license  for  the  above- 
captioned  radio  station  should  not  be  re¬ 
voked,  and  appear  and  give  evidence  in 
respect  thereto  at  a  hearing  to  be  held  at 
a  time  and  place  to  be  specified  by  subse¬ 
quent  order: 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
Secretary  send  a  copy  of  this  order  by 
Certified  Mail — Return  receipt  requested 
to  licensee  at  his  last  known  address  of 
1826  East  Palmer,  Compton,  California. 

Released:  February  4,  1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-1286;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:49  am.] 

[Docket  Noe.  15254,  15255;  FCC  64M-101] 

ULTRAVISION  BROADCASTING  CO. 
ET  AL. 

Order  Continuing  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Florian  R.  Bur- 
czynski,  Stanley  J.  Jasinski  and  Roger 
K.  Lund,  d/b  as  Ultravision  Broadcasting 
Company,  Buffalo,  New  York,  Docket  No. 
15254,  File  No.  BPCT-3200;  WEBR,  Inc., 
Buffalo,  New  York,  Docket  No.  15255, 
File  No.  BPCT-3211;  for  construction 
permits  for  new  television  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions.  . 

The  Hearing  Examiner  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  motion  filed  January  31, 
1964,  on  behalf  of  each  of  the  above- 
entitled  applicants  requesting  that  the 
prehearing  conference  presently  sched¬ 
uled  to  be  held  on  February  5,  1964,  be 
'continued  to  February  19,  1964. 

The  applicants  desire  the  additional 
time  in  order  to  engage  in  informal  con¬ 
ferences  with  the  view  of  exploring  the 
possibility  of  entering  into  stipulations 
prior  to  the  hearing  conference,  and  to 
respond  to  certain  pleadings  which  have 
already  bean  filed. 

It  appears  that  the  granting  of  the 
requested  postponement  will  not  of  itself 
result  in  a  change  in  any  of  the  other 
procedural  dates  previously  specified. 
Counsel  for  the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau 
has  consented  to  immediate  favorable 
consideration  of  this  motion.  Good  cause 
for  granting  the  motion  has  been  shown. 
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It  is  ordered.  This  the  4th  day  of 
February  1964,  that  the  motion  to  post¬ 
pone  the  prehearing  conference  Is 
granted  and  the  prehearing  conference 
previously  scheduled  for  February  5, 
1964,  is  continued  to  February  19,  1964, 
beginning  at  10:00  a.m.  in  the  offices  of 
the  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  February  4,  1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple,  ^ 

Secretary. 

IF  JR.  Doc.  64-1287;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:49  am.] 


(Docket  No.  16310] 

VEGAS  GARAGE 
Orator  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Harvey  C.  Thompson 
d/b  as  Vegas  Garage,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada, 
Docket  No.  15310;  order  to  show  cause 
why  there  should  not  be  revoked  the 
license  for  Radio  Station  KEJ-2000  in 
the  Citizens  Radio  Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau,  under 
delegated  authority,  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  matter  of  certain  alleged 
violations  of  the  Commission’s  rules  in 
connection  with  the  operation  of  the 
above -captioned  station; 

It  appearing.  That,  pursuant  to  §  1.89 
(formerly  §  1.76)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  written  notice  of  violation  of  the 
Commission's  rules  was  served  upon  the 
above-named  licensee  at  his  address  of 
record  as  follows:. ’’Official  Notice  of 
Violation  dated  November  1,  1963,  alleg¬ 
ing  violation  of  8  19.61(a)  and  (f)  (now 
§  95.81  (a)  and  (f ) )  of  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

It  further  appearing,  That  said  li¬ 
censee  did  not  reply  to  such  communica¬ 
tion  or  to  a  follow-up  letter  dated  De¬ 
cember  2,  1963,  also  mailed  to  the  li¬ 
censee  at  his  address  of  record;  and 

It  further  appearing,  That,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  repeatedly 
violated  8  1.89  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  That  the  viola¬ 
tions  of  8  1-89  of  the  Cotnmission’s  rules 
and  the  related  facts  create  apparent 
liability  by  the  respondent  to  a  monetary 
forfeiture  of  $100  under  section  510  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  8  1.80  of  the  Commission’s 
rules;  and  also  subject  the  license  of  the 
above-captioned  station  to  revocation 
under  the  provisions  of  section  312  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended;  but  further  proceedings  in  this 
Docket  should  be  limited  to  action  look¬ 
ing  toward  a  determination  as  to 
whether  an  order  of  revocation  should 
be  issued: 

It  is  ordered.  This  31st  day  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1964,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4) 
and  (c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  8  0.33Ub)  (8)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  that  licensee 
show  cause  why  the  license  for  the  above- 
captioned  radio  station  should  not  be 
revoked,  and  appear  and  give  evidence 
in  respect  thereto  at  a  hearing  to  be  held 
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at  a  time  and  place  to  be  specified  by 
subsequent  order: 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
Secretary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by 
Certified  Mail — Return  Receipt  Re¬ 
quested  to  licensee  at  his  last  known 
address  of  817  South  Main  Street,  Las 
Vegas,  Nevada. 

Released:  February 4, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

(seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

Ml.  Doc.  64-1288;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:49  am.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  RP61-21] 

MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  FUEL  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Presiding  Exam¬ 
iner’s  Continuance  of  Hearing 

February  3, 1964. 

By  order  issued  December  16, 1963  pre¬ 
scribing  hearing  procedure  herein,  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  Fuel  Corporation  (Fuel) 
was  directed  to  file  its  prepared  testi¬ 
mony  and  supporting  exhibits  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  7,  1964,  with  subsequent 
dates  set  for  this  purpose  for  the  Com¬ 
mission  staff  and  interveners.  It  also 
directed  that  a  pre-hearing  conference 
be  convened  on  January  29, 1964. 

On  November  19,  1963,  Fuel,  by  tele¬ 
gram,  requested  a  60-day  continuance 
from  January  7, 1964  for  the  filing  of  its 
case  and  for  a  similar  continuance  of  all 
other  dates  fixed  by  the  aforesaid  order 
of  the  Commission. 

The  Examiner  granted  a  10-day  ex¬ 
tension  to  all  parties  for  the  filing  of 
prepared  testimony  and  exhibits  and 
directed  that  a  pre-hearing  conference 
be  convened  on  January  15,  1964.  - 

At  the  aforementioned  pre-hearing 
conference  held  on  January  15,  1964,  it 
was  agreed  and  stipulated  by  and  be¬ 
tween  the  parties  participating  that  they 
would  exchange  basic  co6t  figures  and 
data.  Fuel  and  Staff  to  file  and  serve 
their  data  on  or  before  February  7, 1964, 
and  the  interveners  to  file  and  serve  their 
data  on  or  before  February  14, 1964. 

After  allowing  for  a  sufficient  time  to 
study  the  data  aforesaid  it  was  agreed 
by  the  said  parties,  and  approved  by  the 
Presiding  Examiner,  that  further  pre- 
hearing  conference  herein  be  convened 
on  March  11,  1964,  such  extension  being 
for  a  period  in  excess  of  30  days. 

The  Commission  finds.  In  view  of  the 
foregoing,  the  recess  in  excess  of  30  days 
granted  by  the  Presiding  Examiner  to 
March  11,  1964  should  be  approved. 

The  Commission  orders.  The  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  pre-hearing  conference  for 
a  period  in  excess  of  the  30  days  by  the 
Presiding  Examiner  to  March  11,  1964  is 
hereby  approved. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Outride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-1264;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

8:47  a.m.) 


[Docket  No.  RP64-16] 

KANSAS-NEBRASKA  NATURAL  GAS 
\  CO.,  INC.  . 

Notice  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates 
and  Charges 

February  5, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  pursuant  to  Federal 
Power  Commission  Order  No.  257,  issued 
November  6,  1962  (27  F.R.  11001),  on 
January  31,  1964,  Kansas-Nebraska 
Natural  Gas  Company,  Inc.  (Kansas- 
Nebraska)  filed  proposed  changes  in  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume 
No.  1,  under  the  provisions  of  section 
4(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  to  become 
effective  on  March  17,  1964.  The  newly 
proposed  changes  reflect  increased  rates 
and  charges  in  Rate  Schedules  G-l,  G-2, 
IOR-1,  and  IOR-2.  The  total  proposed 
increase  in  rates  and  charges  amount  to 
approximately  $853,000  based  on  actual 
sales  during  the  twelve  month  period 
ending  September  30, 1963. 

Protests,  petitions  to  intervene,  or 
notices  of  intervention  may  be  filed  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20426,  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  on  or  before  February  20, 1964. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

(FJl.’  Doc.  64-1361;  Filed,  Feb.  7,  1964; 

10:20  am.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

February  5,  1964. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  ffom  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  38793:  Iron  or  steel  articles 
to  Owensboro,  Ky.  Filed  by  Traffic 
Executive  Association-Eastern  Railroads, 
agent  (ER.  No.  2702) ,  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  iron  or  steel  angles, 
plates,  sheets  and  structural  braces, 
brackets,  forms,  posts,  shoes,  struts  or 
separators,  in  carloads,  from  points  in 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  District,  also  Steuben¬ 
ville  and  Yorkville,  Ohio,  Follansbee  and 
Weirton,  W.  Va.,  to  Owensboro,  Ky. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Barge  competition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  30  to  Traffic 
Executive  Association-Eastern  Railroads, 
agent,  tariff  I.C.C.  C-282. 

FSA  No.  38794:  Liquefied  chlorine  gas 
to  Palatka,  Fla.  Piled  by  O.  W.  South, 
Jr.,  agent  (No.  A4447),  for  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  liquefied  chlorine 
gas,  in  tank  car  loads,  from  Redstone 
Arsenal,  Ala.,  to  Palatka,  Fla. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 


Saturday ,  February  8,  1964 

Tariff:  Supplement  115  to  Southern 
freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-194. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  64-1276;  Piled,  Feb.  7,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Notice  No.  938] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

February  5,  1964. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179), 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  rehed  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  66418.  Corrected  Notice.1 
By  order  of  January  9, 1964  the  Transfer 
Board  approved  the  transfer  to  Bassco 
Drayage,  Inc.,  Berkeley,  Calif.,  applicant 
in  No.  MC  120753  (Sub-No.  1),  BOR-99 
filed  in  the  name  of  Millen  L.  Simpson, 


1  The  notice  being  corrected  did  not  Include 
the  latter  portion  of  the  operating  rights 
described. 
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Florence  A.  Simpson,  Executrix,  John  W. 
Ashford,  William  D.  Sorensen  and 
Gordon  H.  Ball,  a  partnership,  doing 
business  as  Bassco  Drayage,  Berkeley, 
Calif.,  for  certificate  of  registration  to 
operate  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  authorizing  operations  under  the 
former  second  proviso  of  section  206 
(a)  (1)  of  the  Act,  supported  by  Cali¬ 
fornia  Certificate  No.  61108,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  (a)  construction, 
mining  and  logging  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies;  and  (b) 
commodities  which  by  reason  of  size, 
weight  or  bulk  require  special  equipment 
or  handling,  and  materials  parts  or  sup¬ 
plies  that  are  appurtenant  to  or  a  nec¬ 
essary  part  of  such  commodities,  be¬ 
tween  all  points  on  or  within  25  miles  of 
the  following  routes:  U.S.  101  and  101 
Bypass  between  Garberville  and  Salinas; 
State  1  between  Leggett  Valley  and 
Monterey  ;  State  9  and  17  between  Oak¬ 
land  and  Santa  Cruz;  U.S.  40  and  40- 
Altemate  between  San  Francisco  and 
the  Calif omia-Nevada  State  line;  U.S. 
50  between  San  Francisco  and  the  Cali- 
fomia-Nevada  State  line]  U.S.  99,  99-E 
and  99-W  between  Red  Bluff  and  Fresno ; 
State  36  between  Red  Bluff  and  John- 
stonville;  UJS.  395  between  Johnstonville 
and  the  Calif  omia-Nevada  State  line  and 
between  the  Califomia-Nevada  State 
line  and  Independence ;  State  20  between 
Calpella  and  junction  with  U.S.  40  near 
Cisco;  State  128  between  State  Highway 
1  near  Albion  and  Winters;  State  12  be¬ 
tween  Santa  Rosa  and  San  Andreas; 
State  29  between  Upper  Lake  and  Val¬ 
lejo;  State  16  between  State  20,  near 
Wilbur  Springs  and  Drytown;  State  32 
between  Orland  and  State  36  near 
Childs  Meadow;  unnumbered  highway 
between  U.S.  Highway  40-A,  near  Hon- 
cut,  to  junction  with  State  89,  near 
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Quincy,  via  La  Porte  and  Nelson  Point ;  ' 
State  89  between  State  36  near  Chester 
and  U.S.  395  near  Coleville;  State  49  be¬ 
tween  Sattley  and  Mariposa;  State  4  be¬ 
tween  U.S.  40,  near  Pinole  and  State  89 
near  Markleeville;  State  88  between 
Stockton  and  Woodfords;  State  24  be¬ 
tween  Oakland  and  Marysville;  State 
108  between  Sonora  and  U.S.  395  near 
Fales  Hot  Spring;  State  120  between 
U.S.  50,  near  Lathrop  and  Lee  Vining; 
State  140  between  State  33,  near  Gus- 
tine,  and  Yosemite;  State  41  between 
Fresno  and  Yosemite;  State  33  between 
U.S.  50,  near  Tracy  and  Mendota;  State 
152  between  Watsonville  and  Calif  a; 
State  180  between  Mendota  and  Cedar 
Grove;  State  168  between  State  41,  near 
Pinedale,  and  Lake  Florence;  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  paralleling  north  fork  of 
Kings  River  between  State  Highway  180, 
near  Centerville,  and  Balch  Camp; 
State  132  between  Vemalis  and  Coulter- 
ville;  State  37  and  48  between  U.S.  101, 
near  Ignacio  and  Vallejo;  and  State  45 
between  Knight’s  Landing  and  State  32, 
near  Hamilton  City.  Conditions:  Appli¬ 
cants  shall  transport  no  shipment  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  minimum  weight  of  10,000 
pounds  or  less  or  subject  to  a  rate  ap¬ 
plicable  to  a  shipment  of  10,000  pounds 
or  less  to,  from  or  between;  points  on 
U.S.  50  between  Placerville  and  the 
Califomia-Nevada  State  line;  points  on 
State  89  between  U.S.  40  and  50 ;  and 
points  on  U.S.  395  between  Independence 
and  the  Califomia-Nevada  State  line. 
Daniel  W.  Baker,  625  Market  Street,  San 
Francisco  5,  Calif.,  attorney  for  appli¬ 
cants. 


[SEAL] 


Harold  D.  McCoy, 
Secretary. 


[PH.  Doc.  64-1277;  Piled,  Peb.  7,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 
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_  1835 

9-15 _ 

1835 

9-56— . 

_  1645 

43  CFR 

63 

_  1803 

101 _ 

_  1805 

Public  Land  Orders: 

3321 _ 

_  1722 

3399 

_  1723 

3323 _ 

_  1723 

46  CFR 

171 _ _ _ 

1690. 1691 

Proposed  Rules: 

35 _ 

_  1646 

7ft 

.  1646 

97 _ 

_  1646 

534 _ 

_  1853 

47  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

l  _ _ 

.  1660 

73  _  _ 

1739 

ft7 

.  .  1808 

49  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

131 

___  1740 

50  CFR 

33 . .  1691, 1723, 

1724, 1805, 1806 

260 _ _ _ 

—  1840 

